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ALTHOUGH MORE THAN A WEEK has elapsed since the 
batch of Land Transfer Bills received their final read- 
ing in the House of Lords, no action has yet been taken 
upon them in the House of Commons ; and it is not 
now very likely that we shall hear much more about 
them during the present session. We are altogether at 
a loss to understand the intention of the House of 
Lords in passing both the Lord Chancellor's and Lord 
Cranworth’s Bills, as it can hardly be supposed that 
Parliament is going to sanction at the same time two 
different modes of proceeding for acquiring indefeasible 
title, as well as two distinct and conflicting methods 
for recording dealings with land subsequent to the 
Judicial Declaration of Title. ‘The probability is that 


none of the Law Lords expect that any of these Bills 
will find their way to the Statute-book in anything like 
their pons shape, and that, therefore, they have 
thought i 


t no harm to give them all an equal. chance of 
winning at least the good opinion of the public. There 
seems to be, at all events, but one opinion throughout 
the | profession as to the uselessness of the 
Lord Chancellor's measure. We have no doubt 
that in the event of its being adopted by Parliament— 
contrary to all present expectation—it will be found to 
involve the transfer of land in far greater expense, 
vexation, and uncertainty than attends it under the 

resent system of es. Cm 9 We have already, 

owever, so fully discussed his Lordship's bills that we 
now merely content ourselves with expressing a hope 
that they may never become Acts. 


Tue “ Trvss ” or Tourspay contains a leading article 
as to which it was not easy, on the first reading, to un- 
derstand whether the writer intended to be profoundly 
mysterious or altogether jocose. It announced, however, 
apparently as a matter of fact, that the Speaker 
of the Heae of Commons, backed by ten Members, 
had challenged the Lord Chancellor and any ten 
Peers to a shooting match on Wimbledon Com- 
mon, on Saturday, the 5th of next July. It says 
that “the martial design originated in the House 
of Commons on Tuesday night. The warlike Com- 
moners went, as was their right, to their Speaker, 
and called upon him to put himself at their head. 
The § at once rose to the at occasion, 
and declared, in the spirit of Alexander the Great, that 
he would lead into the lists at once if he might have 
the Lord Chancellor for a competitor. Upon this au- 
thority the challenge was at once duly framed. Lord 
Eleho was the herald chosen to take the m to the 
hostile camp. He bore the defiance into the House of 
Peers, and delivered it to the Lord Chancellor upon 
the woolsack. Lord Westbury has the —— of 
being a man who never yet refused a challenge from 
Peer or Commoner. Perhaps he might have been sur- 
prised. It has not been reported to us that he turned 
pale. But he took up the glove at once. He re- 
turned the defiance on behalf of himself and Peers, and 
then and there the conditions were arranged. T 
are at once most precise and most liberal. The con- 
test is to take place on Wimbledon-common on the 5th 
of July. Tlie competitors are to be eleven Peers and 
eleven Commoners, the Lord Chancellor and the 
Speaker having precedence as opponents. ‘The dis- 
tances are to be 200 and 500 yards, and each Peer and 
each Commoner is to have seven shots at each distance. 
As the Lord Chancellor has sometimes shown a dis- 
inclination to be tied down to regulations, any i 
tion of rifle is to be allowed, and the shooting may 





in any attitude. Nothing can be more clear and dis- 
tinct. Henry VIII. and Francis I. could not have 
settled the preliminaries of their jousting more % 
We can answer for it that at least ten of the Com- 
moners and some of the Peers are thoroughly in earnest, 
and they saa) to scorn the notion that there can be 
~ jest at all in the matter.” 

Since the foregoing extract was in type a conversation 
in the House of a between Lord Granville and Lord 
Watery fully authenticates the announcement of the 

wes. 


Ir 1s GENERALLY BELIEVED that the Government will 
make another effort to induce the House of Commons, 
before this session is over, at least. to sanction ‘the 
principle involved in their scheme for the concen- 
tration of all the superior courts, if not to adopt the 
scheme itself. Mr. Cowper has given notice of his 
oe pany to bring forward the whole matter early next 
week. 


Tue Hon. R. Beruext, the Lord Chancellor's eldest 
son and late principal secretary, has written a piquant 
letter to the editor of the Standard to inform certain 
correspondents of that journal that they are mistaken 
in attributing to Lord Westbury an immoderate desire 
to provide for members of his own family, by official 
appointments in the gift of the Lord Chancellor. Mr. 
Bethell states that he himself is the only relative of 
Lord Westbury who has been fortunate enough to ob- 
tain such an appointment. 


Tue Lorp Cuanceiior has ordered, on the recom- 
mendation of the Attorney-General, that £400, of 
a lapsed Chancery fund, shall be given to the National 
Life Boat Institution in consideration of its great and 
important services in the cause of humanity. 


Mr. Davin Power, Q.C., Recorder of Ipswich, died 
on the 10th inst., at his residence, Halsted-place, Kent. 


Tue riest sItTINcs or THE Common Law Courts 
after Easter term commenced on Wednesday last. The 
cause list of the Court of Queen’s Bench showed an 
entry of 63 remanets and 13 new causes, of which 29 
were marked for special juries. ‘The cause list of the 
Court of Common Pleas showed an entry of 7 remanets 
and 11 new causes, of which 6 were ee juries ; and 
the Court of Exchequer cause list showed an entry of 
3 remanets, 1 Inland Revenue cause, and 24 new causes, 
of which 2 were special juries. 

The Court of on Pleas will hold its sitti 
in Trinity Term in Middlesex on Wednesday, May 
and Monday, June 2. The Court will sit in term in 
London on Friday, May 30, and Monday, June 16. 
The after-term sittings will be in Middlesex on 
Wednesday, June 18, and in London, on Monday, 
June 30. The causes in the list for each of the above 
sitting days in term, if not disposed of on those days, 
will 4 tried by adjournment on the days ——_ 
The Court of Huchequer's sittings will be in term in 
Middlesex on Wednesday, May 28, Monday, June 2, 
and Wednesday, June 11; and in London on Friday, 
May 30, and Monday, June 16 (one day). The Court 
will sit in Middlesex after term on Wednesday, Jane 18, 
and in London on Monday, June 30. The Court will 
sit in Middlesex at Nisi Prius in term by Le jay Pa 
from day to day until the causes ente for the 
Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 


Ir 1s sap THAT Tar Logp CHAncELior is about to 
issue a General Order requiring all the affidavits filed 
in his Court to be printed bookwise, according to the 
manner now adopted for bills and answers. 


Mr. Josyrn Mosgxey, of the Chancery Bar, has been 
appointed Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, and Judi- 
Assessor, of the Gold Coast Settlements. 


Mr. A. K. Srzrnensoy, of the Norfolk Circuit, has 








520 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER May 17, 1862. 








been appointed Recorder of Berwick, in the room of 
Mr. R. ame who was recently appointed a judge in 
India. 


Mr. H. P. St. Georce Tucker has been appointed 
Judge and Sessions Judge at Sholapor; and Mr. B. F. 
Mactior has been appointed Acting Judge and Sessions 
Judge of the Concan, in the East Indies. 


Mr: Wu11am Swarsson, of Portsmouth, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery. 


Mr. W. C. Burzer has been appointed Assistant to 
Clerk of Seats, Probate Court, London. 


Mr. W. G. Mipvteron has been appointed Assistant 
Calendar Keeper, London. 


Mr. W. G. Vincent has been appointed Assistant to 
Record Keeper, London. 


-_ ———>__——- 
DEALINGS BETWEEN SOLICITORS AND THEIR 
CLIENTS. 


Hardly a week passes over in the Court of Chancery 
without some case turning up in which the incapacit 
of solicitors in respect of dealings with their clients is 
made the ground of suit by the latter against the 
former. Buta few weeks have elapsed since we had 
occasion to call the attention of practitioners to the de- 
cision of the Lords Justices in the case of Gresley v. 
Moulsey, where a purchase by a solicitor was mana 
impeached by the representatives of the client vendor, 
after an interval of more than twenty years ; and it was 
held, further, that an endorsed receipt was not, in such a 
case, sufficient evidence of the payment of the purchase 
money. Last week we gave the report of another de- 
cision (Gibbs vy. Daniel), in which Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart set aside a purchase by a firm of solicitors from 
two ladies who had been, although they were not at the 
time of the transaction, clients of the firm, and were 
moreover, represented in the negotiations and busi- 
ness of the sale by another solicitor, who appears to 
have acted bond fide. The ground of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor’s decision was that there was actual pressure upon 
the vendors, and that the new adviser had not been en- 
abled by the purchasers to discharge his duty with 
effect. We are far from suggesting that this judgment 
is not in accordance with the settled doctrine of the Court, 
although the circumstances which, in the opinion of the 
learned judge, constituted the pressure, do not appear to 
have been such as would have had much weight in any 
case except that of a solicitor or person standing in a 
fiduciary relation to the vendors. But we think it 
desirable now and then to remind solicitors of what the 
rules of the Court relating to such transactions really 
are, and to present the best illustration of them—namely, 
that which is afforded by the records of our courts. It is 
moreover useful to observe betimes the tendency of 
these decisions, and to trace the development of the 
doctrine from the time it was enunciated by Lord Eldon 
in Gibson v. Jeyes. It is nowhere laid down that a 
solicitor is absolutely incapacitated to purchase from his 
client. The kind and degree of incapacity are very 
much the same as that which exists between a trustee 
and his cestui que trust; although formerly it used to 
be said that in the latter case any transaction by 
way of sale, purchase, or mortgage, was always void- 
able. As between solicitor and client, the judges have 
used Jess absolute language in their definitions, but 
have generally, especially of late years, been even 
more stringent and severe in the application of the dis- 
a¥ling ruics of the Court. This is particularly observe- 
able in the effect produced by throwing the burthen 
of proof always—even after long periods of time—on 
the solicitor. He is bound to prove that he has made 
only a fair and reasonable use of the confidence which it 





may be presumed the client reposed inhim. He must 
show that he could not have used more diligence if he 
was acting in a transaction with a stranger. He must 
disprove any presumptions that he had acquired a 
knowledge of the value of the property—or of any en- 
hancing circumstances relating to it—of which the client 
was ignorant. He may be called upon to show that his 
client had all the knowledge which he had himself, and 
that the relation of the parties did not give him such 
ascendency or influence as would place the client in cir- 
cumstances of disadvantage. He is required not only to 
demonstrate that the whole transaction was fair and 
above board, but that his client was to all intents and 
| am ga throughout at arms-length, and to retain evi- 

nce which will prove all this during twenty years at 
all events. 

An important item in this array of evidence, and 
one which of itself implies almost all the others, 
is the discontinuance of the relation of solicitor 
and client between the parties, at least in the matter of 
the particular transaction, and the intervention bond fide 
of another legal adviser: but the recent decision in Gibbs 
v. Daniel is important, as showing that these circum- 
stances are not of themselves sufficient to displace the pre- 
sumptions of the client’s disadvantage. It appeared that 
the defendants had ceased to be the plaintiffs’ solicitors 
for about three weeks previous to the purchase, when 
another solicitor commenced to advise them in respect to 
the property, and that it was the new solicitor who sug- 
gested the sale to the defendants for the purpose of 
paying off a mortgage; but the Vice-Chancellor con- 
sidered the evidence showed that the defendants re- 
sorted to some pretext, for the p of inducing 
a belief in the plaintiffs’ mind that the mortgage was 
pressing, and that a sale was advisable, if not necessary : 
and there was some doubt whether the new solicitor had 
discharged his duty in as efficient a manner as he 
might all done, although there was nothing to show 
that he was induced by the defendants to be less active 
and less searching on behalf of his clients than he 
ought to have been. The Vice-Chancellor appears to 
have considered that the defendants ought not merely 
to have severed their connection with the plaintiffs, and 
to have kept nothing back which they ought to have 
communicated to the new solicitor, but that they ought 
not to be allowed to reap any advantage from his inter- 
vention when they were aware that he had not fairly 
discharged his duty. 

The decision of the Vice-Chancellor in this case was 

ibly not only in accordance with the rules of law, 

ut also with the dictates of morality. The same may, 
probably, be said of most of those decisions in which 
courts of equity have pushed their rules to an ex- 
treme in favour of clients. Yet it is evident that a 
ood deal may well be said upon the other side. It 
S not been thought advisable to invalidate all such 
transactions between a solicitor and his client ; but upon 
a notion of a client’s disadvantage by reason of his 
solicitor’s influence or power over him, the Courts seek 
to givé him compensation by putting the solicitor at 
more than a corresponding disadvantage, wherever the 
client chooses to transform him into a litigant. In but 
rare instances does this “influence or power,” and in 
still fewer the “ascendency,” of which equity courts 
are so much afraid, really exist. Ina much larger pro- 
portion of cases of dealing between solicitor and client 
the solicitor has the opportunity of conferring benefit 
upon the client without any special means of placing 
him at a disadvantage. It not unfrequently happens 
that the peculiar means of knowledge which the soli- 
citor possesses are such as might induce him to become 
the purchaser of property that would be unsaleable in 
the market or would fetch less than would be necessary 
to pay the cost of substantiating its title. Some recent 
decisions, however, go so far as to make it always pru- 
dent for a solicitor to pause before he has anything to 
do with such a transaction—however honestly he may 
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be disposed, or whatever evidence there may be at the 
time of its fairness and good faith. Gibbs v. Daniel, at 
all events, affords a caution to those who suppose that 
the intervention of another solicitor is sudicient to 
countervail the presumption of influence, or in any way 
to displace the rules of the Court relating to such trans- 
actions. Some years ago it was decided that where such 
intervention was merely nominal it had no effect ; but 
the et case goes further, for the rule laid down by 
the ico-Chancellor requires that it should be not only 
active and bond fide, but that it should be accompanied 
by a complete unbosoming by the former advisers of all 
the facts which the new one ought to know, and also 
that the latter not only intends to do but actually does 
his duty to his client under all the circumstances of the 
case. 


_ 
— 


THE LAW OF PRODIGALS AND SPENDTHRIFTS. 
_ The Anglo-Saxon race on both sides of the Atlantic 
is an exception to all other civilised races in one r t, 
and this relates to the province of jurisprudence. From 
the time of the 7 awgiver Solon down to the pre- 
sent day it would be difficult to point out any nation 
possessing the arts of life, whose system of Law did not 
provide for the comparatively numerous and troublesome 
class of prot s or spendthrifts as distinguished from 
idiots and madmen. The Greeks and the Romans both 
had special laws prescribing the legal condition and 
status of this class of persons. The Roman law stepped 
between the prodigal and the property which it was 
found he was squandering, and assigned its custody and 
also the care of its unthrifty owner to another; and 
most, if not all, of the European nations, which are 
more or less indebted to ancient Rome for their juris- 
prudence, retain the distinction which was there esta- 
blished between the insane and the prodigal. This dis- 
tinction, however, has never been established in English 
law, although it seemed ee, at one period that the two 
categories of idiots and lunatics would have been made 
respectively to comprise the same classes of persons as wer 
included in the Roman divisions of insanity and prodi- 
gality. But practically the class of lunatics is now made to 
comprise all those who in former times would have been 
found idiots as well as those who are not imbecile or of 
unsound birth from their nativity, but excludes all others. 
“ With us,” says Blackstone,* “ when a man on an inquest 
of idiocy had been returned an unthrift and not an idiot, 
no further proceedings have been had ;” and the learned 
commentator was of — that the finding of 
prodigality would have been unsuitable to the genius 
of a free nation “ who claim and exercise the liberty of 
using their own property as they please.” It may how- 
ever be doub' that a system, which has been so 
widely i a amongst civilised nations for more 
than two thousand years, is not based upon the con- 
venience of mankind, recommended by other, though 
perhaps less sentimental, considerations than those 
which are urged by Blackstone. Indeed, no less an 
authority than Lord Eldon himself was disposed to ex- 
tend the protection of the Court wherever “ the party 
is unable to act with any proper and provident manage- 
ment ; liable to be robbed by any one; under that im- 
becility of mind not strictly insanity, but as to the 
mischief calling for as much protection as actual in- 
sanity.” Such were Lord Eldon’s words in Ridgeway 
v. Darwin, 8 Ves. 66, where he also refers to another 
case in which the Court had made a like order where a 
man was so habitually intoxicated as to be incapable of 
attending to his affairs. Other cases might be cited to 
show that now and then the rule has been so much 
relaxed as to make the classification almost coincident 
with that of the Civil Law ; but as our recent experience 
abundantly confirms, there can be no doubt that in 
England a man is allowed to give himself up to a profli- 








* Book 1, chap. 8. 





te and wasteful expenditure of his pro such as 
eal be sufficient to arena him inca Rie of continning 
in that course under the Civil Law wherever it prevails. 
The question is whether “the genius of this free nation ” 
interposes a conclusive veto upon any in our 
law applicable to such cases as Mr. Windham's. Black- 
stone says that the frequent circulation and transfer of 
lands and other property, which cannot be effected 
without extravagance somewhere, are perhaps not a 
little conducive towards keeping our mixed constitution 
in its due health and vigour; but ee parity of rea- 
soning it is evident that there might be drawn from the 
same premises other conclusions which would hardly be 
consistent either with English law or with common 
sense. In many cases of prodigality there is the same 
ground for interference by the Court of Chancery as 
exists in many cases of insanity; and there ap to 
be no reason to prevent the Court from interfering, ex- 
cept such sentimental ones as that suggested by Black- 
stone. There can be little doubt that it would have 
been more to the credit of English law, and more to the 
satisfaction of the British public if the jury in Mr. 
Windham’s case could have returned a verdict to the 
effect that he was an unthrift or prodigal, and required 
the guardianship of a curator to prevent his wasting his 
property in a destructive and dissolute manner. The effect 
of such a verdict might be to reduce such a person to the 
legal condition of a minor. He might be made, until 
the further order of the Court, incapable of binding 
himself by any contract, or of alienating his property, 
either by deed or will, subject of course to the further 
order of the Court, so that upon his return to good 
behaviour he might be restored to his former rights and 
full capacity. 

If the jurisdiction in Lunacy springs from the sove- 
reign as parens patria, as some of the old text-writers 
have it, and if the sovereign is rightly said to have a 
peculiar care for all those who by reason of their imbe- 
cility or want of understanding are incapable of taking 
care of themselves, is it not a practical contradiction of 
this theory to exclude from this category of persons all 
those who are not idiots or madmen. Everybody knows 
of cases in actual life in which men are guilty of the 
most wasteful and dissolute extravagance to the mani 
injury not only of themselves but of their families, who, 
nevertheless, no jury would find to be insane. Yet few 
juries would hesitate in some of these cases to return a 
verdict which would have the effect of placing them 
under such guardianship as the Court might direct, and 
of interdicting them from further dealings with their 
property, except under the control of a judge or curator. 


—_—  —-_~<+-——-- - 


The Courts. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lonps Justices.—In Bankruptcy, ) 

May 10.—In re N. H. Delamere.—In this case it appeared 
that the bankrupt, in filing a statement of accounts, swore that 
it contained a full and true discovery of his estate. That, 
however, appeared not to be the fact, as some property which 
he had sworn to be in his possession really bel to 
another person. ‘The bankrupt afterwards explained at 
the time he believed the property to be in his order and dispo- 
sition. The Commissioner (Perry) thereupon refused to grant 
the bankrupt his discharge, under the 110th section of the 
Act, and also refused him leave to amend his statement, he 
having previously had leave to amend, and having amended 
the same accordingly. Against the decision of the Commis- 
sioner the bankrupt now appealed. 

Knigut Bruce, L.J., said that according to the construction 
which he felt bound to put upon the 110th section of the Act 
of 1861, all that a bankrupt was required to do, after his credi- 
tors had resolved not to take further proceedings in bank- 
ruptcy, was to make a full discovery of his estate, and when 
he had done this he became entitled, as of course, to an order 
of discharge. The only question, therefore, to be determined 
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in this case was whether the bankrupt had or had not made a 
fall discovery of his estate. His lordship was of opinion that, 
as the facts stood, the bankrupt hed made such a full discovery, 
and having done this, it appeared to his lordship that the bank- 
rupt had complied with the sole condition imposed on him by 
the Legislature as entitling him to an order of discharge, and 
that it was not competent for the Court to take into considera- 
tion the various objections which had been taken to the bank- 
rupt’s application, on the ground of his conduct as a trader. 
The appeal must therefore be allowed. 

Turver, L.J., said that in looking at the 110th section of 
the Act of 1861, he was unable to put upon it the construc- 
tion which had commended itself to his learned brother, for it 

peared to him that that section only gave a bankrupt the 
right to apply for an order of discharge after making a full 
discovery of his estate—a right which by no means involved 
the right to have such an order granted. On the contrary, it 
was his opinion that after proceedings in bankruptcy had been 
suspended under the 110th section, it was competent for the 
Court, on the bankrupt applying for an order of discharge, to 
exercise its discretion as to the granting or refusing of the 
order, even after the bankrupt had made a full discovery of his 
estate. As tothe limits put upon that discretion, he must 
adhere to the opinion he had expressed in a recent case, that 
regard was to be had to the conduct of the bankrupt both be- 
fore and after adjudication, and not simply to the question 
whether he had or had not been guilty of the specific offences 
mentioned in the 159th section. Such being his opinion upon 
the law of the case, it became necessary for the Court to con- 
sider the various acts of misconduct which had been alleged 
against the bankrupt, before it could properly determine 
whether the order of discharge should be granted or not. His 
Lordship then expressed his opinion that although the bank- 
rupt’s books had been most imperfectly kept, the evidence did 
not show that they had been wilfully so kept with intent to 
conceal the true state of his affairs, and as to the other acts 
charged against the bankrupt, he did not think they could be 
deemed to have been committed witha fraudulent design. For 
these reasons his Lordship thought that an order of discharge 
should be granted to the bankrupt; but, having regard to the 
unsatisfactory manner in which the bankrupt had kept his 
books, he should only order the deposit to be returned to him, 
and should not allow him to receive out of bis estate any other 
costs of his appeal. 

Ex parte Newton.—The facts of this case appear ante, p. 504, 

Mr. Newton now appeared in person, and contended that 
there was, as of common law, a right of appeal to the House 
of Lords in matters of bankraptcy, and that he, therefore, was 
entitled to insist on presenting an appeal to that House in the 
present case, 

Kyient Bruce, L.J., was of opinion that the right of appeal 
in bankruptcy was aright created by statute, and was not as 
of common law. He doubted whether, since the Act of 1861, 
there was any appeal to the House of Lords in matters of 
baukruptey occurring since that Act came into operation. On 
that point, however, he would express no opinion. The pre- 
seut case was clearly not one in which the Court ought to 
sunction an appeal, aud he should therefore refuse to settle any 
case for that purpose. 

Turner, L.J., concurred, but thought that the right of 
appeal was unaffected by the Act of 1861. 








COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings in Baneo, Easter Term, before Lord Chief Justice 
Erve, and Justices Wintes, ByLes, and KEATING.) 

May 7—12.—/n Re Joseph John Wright, One, fce.—In_ this 
case a rule had been obtained, calling upon Mr. Joseph Jolin 
Wright, an attorney of Sunderland, to answer the matters alleged 
against him in the affidavit of a young Jady named Mary Ann 
Thomas, as to various sums of money belonging to her, which, 
as her attorney, he had received to invest for her. Affidavits 
in answer were filed, alleging more than six years’ delay, and 
that the application of Miss Thomas was made for the pur- 
pose of extorting money; and the whole matter was referred 
to the Master to report whether Mr. Wrigiit, in his capacity of 
attorney for Miss Mary Ann Thomas, had been guilty of any 
fraud or misconduct in respect of a sum of £2,252, and also in 
respect of other moneys arising from an estate alleged to have 
been sold to one Mr. George Stuari. 

The Master, having inquired into the «matter, by his report 
cettified that Mr. Wright, in his capacity of attorney or solici- 
tor for Mary Ann ‘Thomas, had been guilty of fraud and mis- 
conduct in respect of the sum of £2,252, and in respect of the 
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interest and other moneys arising therefrom, and from the 
estate alleged to have been sold to Mr. George Stuart. 

Counsel having been heard for Mr. Wright, the Court re- 
served judgment until the 12th instant, on which day 

The Lorp Cuter Justice said,—By the practice of the 
Court, two courses are open for us to pursue. One is, to issue 
an attachment, to be followed by interrogatories. This we 
think an unnecessary delay and expense, after the examination 
by the Master. The other is, to order the attorney to be struck 
off the roll, as was done in Re Sills. We think the latter the 
proper course in this case; but, as the attention of the attorney 
was not directed to that result in the matters of the affidavit, 
we decide to enlarge this rule peremptorily to the first day of 
next term, when, after hearing Mr. Wright again, if he has 
anything to say against the Master’s decision, the Court will 
then decide. 

Rule enlarged accordingly. 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

(Sittings in Banco, before the Lorp Cater Baron, Mr. Baron 
Martin, Mr. Baron BraMweLt, and Mr, Baron CHan- 
NELL,) 

May 13.—In the matter of De Medina, an attorney.— 
In this case a rule had been obtained against Mr. De 
Medina, calling upon him to show cause why he should 
not be struck of the roll of attorneys of this Court. An 
action was pending in which De Medina obtained a consent 
order, endorsed on a summons, to inspect certain papers, in 
these words, “ Take an order, if affidavits not filed before 
Monday.” Having allowed ten days to elapse, he served on 
the other side a document purporting to be a copy of a judge’s 
order. Inspection was refused, on the ground that the order 
was wrong in form; thereupon De Mediaa drew up a genuine 
order, which was acted upon. Upon inquiry taking place into 
the matter, he acmitted that he had not drawn up an order in 
the first instance, being pressed for time. The first order pur- 
ported to be signed by a judge in the usual manner. 

Counsel now showed cause against the rule. 

The Lorp Cmizr Baroy, in giving judgment, said,—It 
appears, from the affidavits and from the admissions made by 
the person against whom the rule is obtained, that, having got 
a consent to the drawing up of an order, he did not obtain an 
order of a judge, as Le ought to have done, but served the copy 
of an imaginary order, to which he placed the name of a judge 
without any authority for so doing, and obtained an advantage 
which he might not have obtained if he had gone to the judge’s 
chambers in the ordinary way. ‘There are certain fees payable 
when an order is obtained, which fees form a part of the com- 
mon revenue of the country. In all probability his object was 
to avoid the payment of the fees, and the true solution of the 
matter is, in my judgment, that he was in the habit of pur- 
suing this practice in order that he might charge his clients 
with the payment of sums he had never expended. In other 
words, his conduct was that of cheating the revenue and 
charging the amount out of which he had defrauded the Crown 
to his clients as though he had actually paid the money. It 
was avery serious offence, and carried with it all the conse- 
quences of that species of dishonesty which called for severe 
punishment. We think that the attorney in question ought to 
pay the fine of £100, and be suspended from practising in this 
court for three years next following the disposing of the rule, 
and pay the costs of this application, 


BAIL COURT. 
(Sittings in Banco before Mr. Justicn Wratrrman.) 


May 10.—The Queen v. Hart.—In this case 9 rule had been 
obtained, calling upon the defendant to show cause why he 
should not be struck off the roll of attorneys of this court, on 
the ground that he had been convicted of perjury. 

Counsel now moved on the defendant's affidavit to enlarge 
the rule, as he should be able to produce affidavi2 to show 
that he had been improperly convicted. 

Mr. Justice WiGHTMAN said the rule must be made absolute 
for striking Hart off the roll of the court. The conviction 
still remained against him, and that being the case, he (the 
learned judge) could do no other than make the rule absolute. 

Rule absolute accordingly. 

Ex parte Reed.—Mr. Dowdeswell applied on behalf of Mr. 
T. B. Reed, that a preliminary examination now necessary be- 
fore a person could enter into articles of clerkship as an atter- 
ney might be postponed with regard to one portion of it. By 
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the late statute, the Lord Chief Justice of the Queen’s Bench, 
the Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, the Lord Chief 
Baron. and the Master of the Rolls were authorised to make 
regulations for the examination of persons previously to their 
entering into articles of ¢lerkship in the curriculum laid down. 

Mr. Justice WigHTmAN,—I don’t understand that as signi- 
fying a legal term. 

'r. Dowdeswell.—No, my lord; but your lordship will see 
that it has reference to an elementary knowledge of Latin, 
Greek, French, German, Spanish, or Italian, It laid down 
that dn elernentary knowledge in one of the above languages 
was réquisite, and that an examiuation should be gone through 
previous to persons entering into articles of clerkship. ‘The 

plicant was for some years clerk to Mr. Bevan, solicitor, 
Cowbri who was so much pleased with him that he recom- 
mended toanother solicitor. He had discharged his duties 
80 satisfactorily that the latter offered him his articles of clerk- 
ship, which were accepted and executed without Mr. Reed 
= wales through the required preliminary examination. 
Mr. wis not an educated man, but he was capable of 
passing ‘a ‘satisfactory examination in all except the Latin lan- 

age, and he asked that that part might be postponed to enable 
mh to acquire it. Had a knowledge of Welsh been required, 
Mr. Reed’ could have passed it. 

Mr, Justice WicnHtmaN—It is important that he should 
know the English language. 

Mr. Do ui.—He is perfect in that. 

Mr. Justice Wicntman said it was necessary that a person 
should pass this examination previous to his entering into arti- 
clés of clerkship; but in this case Mr. Reed had executed the 
trticles first, and liad then come to this court for a dispensn- 
tion. He would défer his judgment till Monday. 

May 12.—Mr. Justice Wicntman this morning said that 
the Act required that the application should be made to the 
“gaid” judges, which reférred to the two Lord Chief Justices, 
the Lord Chief Baron, and the Master of the Rolls. He had 
iio power to interfere. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner HotroyD.) 


May 15,—In re Henry Bidwell Dunn—This bankrupt, a 
solicitor, of Crosby Hall Chambers, came before the Court for 
his-order of discharge. 

Mr. Chidley, for the assignees, objected to the jurisdiction of 
the Court, on the ground that the bankrupt was in the custody 
of the keeper of the Queen’s Prison, under an order of the 
Master of the Rolls, in contempt for non-payment of a large 
sum of money into the Court of Chancery; and suggested 
that as the bankrupt was not in custody for a debt or money 
demand, that the bankruptcy ought to be annulled. 

Mr. Griffiths, fora creditor, thought that it would begreatly 
for the benefit of all the creditors that the adjudication of the 
registrar should be retained in this Court. His client, a Mr. 
Henderson, had not proved any debt, but the chief ground of 
complaint against the bankrupt was that he retained possession 
of some valuable property, and refused to give it up, although 
a demand in writing ‘had been made for its restitution; and 
before any order of discharge ought to issue the bankrupt 
should -be required to render an account of the same. The 
bankrupt’s balance-sheet was a complete blank, and it was 
evident, from the application to annul the bankruptcy, that the 
trade assignees were not very hostile. 

Mr. Billing, for other creditors, complained of a breach of 
trust having been committed by the bankrupt against his 
clients. 

The Commissioner observed that if the bankrupt wished 
to annul the bankruptcy he should first purge the contempt in 
the Court of Chancery, and until that was done the case would 
be adjourned sine die. 

The bankrupt subsequently returned to the Queen’s Prison 
in eustody of the tipstaff. 


. 


joe ncinitensatlaicinicncn oman 


Parliament and Legislation. 
HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Monday, May 12. 
Onerx oF Accounts—Covuttt or QuéEn’s BEeNcH. 


Lord ‘Craxwokth ‘presented 2 petition from the former 
Clerk of Accounts in the Court of Queen’s Bench, complaining 





that when that office, the emoluments of which amounted to 
£1,200 a year, was abolished, compensation had been awarded 
to him of only £197, 
‘Thursday, May 15. 
Tue Rirte Contest BerweeNn THE TWO Howvses oF 
PARLIAMENT. 

Earl GranviLLe said—Before the House adjourns it will be 
convenient for your lordships to know whether there is any 
truth in a certain rumour that this house is likely to be at war 
shortly with the other House of Parliament. It appears that 
a challenge has been received and accepted. How far my 
noble and learned friend on the woolsack was authotised by 
any order of the House to go the length of we neg 
challenge without some preliminary notice, which have 
and amicable understanding between the 
two houses, | am not prepared to say. 

The Lord CHaNcELLor said—It is undoubtedly quite true 
that the Lord Chancellor stands before you as one who has to 
confess, Iam afraid, to another irregularity. But, my lords 
I will state briefly the manner in which it occurred, As I was 
leaving home I had the honour to receive from the Speaker 
of the House of Commons a challenge. It came from the 
House of Commons to the House of Lords, It was delivered 
to me, and it is true that I did not stop to inquire whether I 
had authority to accept such a challenge; but having that 
spirit which I trust every one of your lordships would desire me 
to exercise and exhibit, I accepted that challenge, and returned 
an answer that we would meet the House of Uommons in 
honourable rivalry at any place, at any time, and with any 
weapon. I might probably have been irregular, but I felt at 
the time it would not do to hesitate on the subject. If I had 
had the fear of the noble Duke (the Duke ot Bucelench) be- 
fore my eyes I might have abstained until I referred the sub- 
ject to your lordships, I trust we shall meet the House of 
Commons in the same spirit in which they have offered to meet 
us. Iam sorry to say, therefore, that your lordships stand 
pledged to this combat, and I venture to prophecy that \your 
lordships will not recede from it, but will enter the lists in a 
manner worthy of your House of Parliament. 

The matter then dropped. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, May 9, 1862. 
STaTE or THE RecorD OFFice. 

Mr, Cocurane called the attention of the House to the 
state of the Public Record Office. He complained of the impro- 
per buildings in which the public documents were stowed away, 
part of them being kept in a portion of the Master of the Rolls’s 
stable, and other portions in parts of the building which were 
neither fire-proof nor damp proof. He also complained, that 
in what had been galled a “ beautifal and perfect building,” 
the public search room was but 25 feet by 16, though 150 
persons went there on the average every day. 

Mr. C. Bentinck concurred in the remarks of his hon. 
friend, but at the same time he thonght some credit was due to 
the Master of the Rolls for his personal attention to the arrange- 
ment and classfication of the public documents. It ought to 
be known that, for all the purposes of information, except the 
making out of pedigrees by the legal profession, the search was 
free, and the assistance of the officers of the Master of the Rolls 
gratuitous. The present proposed Record ‘Office was very in- 
convenient, and unfitted for the purpose. 

Mr. CowPer differed from both the hon, members as to 
the condition of the present record repository, It was 
as perfect a building for its purpose as could be 
Tt had long been the custom in this county to keep even 
valuable records in buildings which were not fire-proof, 
The records referred to,in the hired buildings in Chancery- 
lane, were not of a very valuable character, as they consisted 
principally of muster books, pay books, and logs. The $ 
on the table of the House would slow that there was a plan by 
which all these documents would be provided for in the course 
of time. The proceedings in regard to the record repository 
had been as continous as any proceedings could be. first 

lan had been submitted to the office in 1847. In 1850 the 
Duke of Somerset, then First Commissioner, proposed a corm- 
prehensive plan by which all therecords of Englund might ve 
provided for during the next hundred years, A building of 210 
feét long was to be begun. It was to be divided into two parts 
one of which was to be éxectited ut that time; the Otherto ‘be 
left toa future time. That part hud been completed, and the 
Other ‘would before ‘this‘Imve ‘been ‘reqtifred if ‘commission 
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which had been appointed by the Treasury had not decided 
that a very large number of the records might be reduced to 
pulp. By this arrangement a great deal of money had been saved, 
and a great quantity of useless paper had not been kept. Careful 
inquiry had shown that the part of the building which still 
remained to be built would not require to be so expensively 
fitted up as the other, as the documents to be provided for were 
not of so valuable a character. Whenever the accumulation 
of documents made it necessary, her Majesty’s Government 
would ask Parliament for a vote to carry out the original plan. 


Tue Roya Court oF JERSEY. 

Mr. Picorr asked the Secretary of State what were the 
views and intentions of the Government in reference to a re- 
form of the constitution and procedure of the Royal Court 
of Jersey. The Court was constituted in avery peculiar man- 
ner. It was presided over by a bailiff, who was a loyal gentle- 
man; but the business was really transacted by twelve persons 
called jurats, who were wholly unfitted for the duties 
they had toperform. The hon. gentleman read several extracts 
from the report of the commission in 1859 with a view of 
showing that a reform of the Court was imperatively necessary. 

Sir G. Grey.—It was impossible to read the report of the 
commission without being convinced that there were great 
anomalies and great defects in the existing laws of Jersey, but he 
would remind the hon. and learned member of the feeling of 
the House when the subject was under discussion last year. 
It was then generally admitted that while the right of Parlia- 
ment to interfere in matters of this kind, affecting the English 
colonies and dependencies, was undoubted, it should only 
be resorted to in extreme circumstances. He believed that a 
large portion of the population of Jersey were not desirous of 
seeing changes made in the constitution of that Court, but he 
hoped that if public opinion in the island were strongly in 
favour of a reform of the Court, such opinion would be brought 
to bear upon the States. He thought the circumstances would 
not justify the Government in proceeding by a bill in Parlia- 
ment to force reforms on the States. 

Mr. HapFIEp observed that the criminal law of Jersey was 
in as unsatisfactory a condition as it was when the commission 
of 1846 was issued. He believed that under a good system of 
laws the property in the island would be increased fifty per cent. 
in value. 

Mr. V. Scutty.—He had inquired into the subject with much 
interest, and thought the Court required great reform, and he 
believed its reform had been neglected on account of the prox- 
imity of the island to France. 


Monday, May 12. 
SALES IN THE ENCUMBERED Estates Court. 


Lord R. Montagu asked the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
whether, in the return recently laid upon the table of the 
House, the “total amount of purchase money, £5,940,989,”’ 
comprised the value of the estates which were sold in the En- 
cumbered Estates Court; or whether that item referred merely 
to the amount of the purchase-money of estates already brought 
into the new Landed Estates Court. The noble lord said that 
he asked the question, not because he doubted the accuracy of 
the return, but because some persons imagined that the six 
millions mentioned included some of the sales under the old 
Encumbered Estates Court. 

Sir R. Peet said the figures in the return referred to sales 
under the new Landed Estates Court. The amount sold under 
the old Encumbered Estates Court was about fifty-one millions. 


Courts or Justice (Money) Bt. 


Mr. Cottins asked the First Commissioner of Works 
whether it was his intention to proceed with the Courts of 
Justice (Money) Bill, the second reading of which was nega- 
tived on the 10th of April last. 

Mr. Cowrer replied that it would be more convenient to 
state the intentions of Government when the other bill con- 
nected with the subject came before the House. 


Thursday, May 15. 
Tue Brenon Law Pousiication. 

Mr. Stirring asked the Chief Secretary for Ireland what 
progress had been made with the Brehon law publication; and 
whether the surviving editor, Mr. Curry, was prepared to con- 
tinue the work. 

Sir R. Pre said that the manuscripts of the Brehon laws 
from the ing of the 14th century to the close of the 16th 
century been transcribed and translated; and the commis- 
sioners were in communication with Mr. Curry, the eminent 
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Celtic scholar, for the purpose of ascertaining whether they 
could continue his services. 


Tue Higuways BIL. 


In reply to a question from Mr. DEEDEs, 

Sir G. Grey said it was impossible for him to fix a day for 
taking the committee on the Highways Bill, but due notice 
would be given of the period when that measure was to be 
proceeded with - 


MERCHANT SuirPine Acts, &c., AMENDMENT BIL. 


The House went into committee on this Bill. Clauses 1 to 
60, which related to examinations of Engineers, offences 
pilotage, &c., having been disposed of. 

Mr. HEenuey, on clause 61, asked why it was considered 
necessary to give a clerk to the solicitor of the Board of Cus- 
toms leave to appear as counsel and attorney in cases under 
the bill. 

Mr. M. Gipson said these clerks were trained up in the 
Solicitor of Customs office, and it was thought that they 
should have the same power as they had under the Customs 
Acts. 

Mr. Henxey doubted whether with one exception—that of 
the revenue—any act conferred the power of conducting 
fessional business upon these clerks. 

Mr. M. Gipson consented to postpone this clause. 

On Clause 62, 

Mr. Hentey called attention to the anomaly of indicting an 
individual upon sections of the act. One section (365) con- 
tained no less than fifty-one separate offences, on all of which 
he was liable to be prosecuted by the clerks in question. Sup- 
pose an unfortunate man charged with violating this clause, 
which embraced fifty-one separate offences, and this not by « 
professional man, but a clerk to a solicitor. A very nice 
position for the magistrates to decide when every offence in- 
volved £100 penalty. Clause 366 embraced seventy-four 
separate misdemeanours, and if a man were indicted for offending 
against this clause, which offence was he to answer ? He ex- 
pected these clauses had been “‘ shoved ’’ into the bill, probably 
by the solicitor to the Customs, to convict somebody. The 
next clause to that now under consideration deprived the 
magistrates of the useful power to send a case for the opinion of 
& superior court upon any point of law. Such-were the three 
Customs clauses which he should be ready to debate again on 
a future occasion; but he expected that they would hear no 
more of them. 

The clauses were postponed, 

Upon Clause 65, 

Mr. Locke moved to insert an amendment to the effect that 
the liability of shipowners to the owners of goods in their 
ships should continue for 24 hours in the case of steam ships, 
and 48 hours in the case of sailing ships, after the mooring, 
even though the goods had been landed or unshipped by the 
ship owner. 

Mr. M. Gipson said the object of this clause was simply to 
enable shippers and shipowners to carry out their own agree- 
ments, Those parties were persons competent to deal with 
their own affairs, and they could enter into agreements as to 
the time of landing goods. This clause would facilitate the 
carrying out of such agreements. The amendment of the 
hon. gentleman went to this, that it would enact that ship- 
owners should be liable for goods carried by them after the 
delivery of such goods. 

Mr. AYRTON supported the amendment. He complained 
that a merchant was deprived of taking charge of his goods 
on the arrival of the ship, and that they would all be hustled 
together on the quay. He wanted to know whether the term 
“forthwith ” in the clause would mean immediately. 

Mr. M. Gipson said that it was for lawyers to determine 
the precise meaning of the term. All that the legislature 
wanted to do was to enforce contracts being carried out, 

Mr. Cave stated that the objection was a lawyer's objection 
for the benefit of the few, and that no merchant would suppose 
that the word “ forthwith,” would mean at the first convenient 
time. He was certain, from communications with mer- 
chants, that the proposed alteration in the bill would give 
universal satisfaction to the shipping interest. 

After a few words from Mr, Locke in reply, 

The committee divided— 


For the amendment eee 14 
Against ... ees toe eee oe =: 1831 
Majority against the amendment ... ———117 


The Cuarrman then reported progress, and the house re 
sumed. 
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Recent Decisions. 


REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 
Resrpvary LecaTee—EMPLorment OF MANAGER. 
Saunders v. Rotheram, V.C. S., 10 W. R. 505. 
In Shaw v. Lawless, 5 Cl, & Fin. 129, and Finden v. 
2 Phil. 142, the rule was clearly established that a 
not to be excluded from the beneficial enjoyment 
@ mere direction that another should be em- 
management of it. In Williams v. Corbett, 
a devise ‘to trustees in trust to apply 
paying off incumbrances, and a direction to the 
‘trustees to employ A to audit their accounts, and to allow him 
®& proper . It was held that the trustees could not arbi- 
eatiare treme but that he was entitled to hold 
it as he was willing and able to do so, and to receive 
salary. In the present case a testatrix, 
certain legacies, bequeathed her estate and effects 
toR., upon trust to sell the same, except a certain leasehold 
house, in which she directed him to continue her business under 
‘the management of W. After directing R. to sell the good-will 
on'the ‘expiration of ‘the lease, or at his discretion, to defer 
‘wach sale until pa; legacies, she gave the residue of 
‘the estate'to 8. Vice-Chancellor Stuart held that S. was not 
‘entitled to have an immediate sale. This decision is, as it 
were, a corollary from the principles of Williams v. Corbett, 
Shaw v. Lawless, and Finden v. Stephens, A devisee, 
though not excluded from any benefit attached to his devise by 
@ direction relating to its supervision by another, nevertheless, 
is restrained to a certain extent in his exercise of his rights of 
over the subject-matter of the devise by reason of 
eonfidence being reposed in another. Especially is this 
80, where the we bo. apy to a trustee, as in the present 
case, in trust for the It is an elementary principle of 
law that a grant of full ownership cannot be restrained by a 
‘condition repugnant to the nature of such grant. For in- 
‘stanee, a tenant in fee simple cannot be restrained from 
éliening. A like rule prevails even where the incident of an 
‘estate is not necessarily inherent in the nature of such estate, 
or implied in its definition, but is what may be called an in- 
separable accident of such property. Thus, the right to bar 
the’ entail is an indestructible power of every tenant in tail, 
as the reader is aware, such a right is not only not 
implied in the nature or definition of an estate tail, but was 
‘aetaally 200 -years later in its origin than the first creation of 
entails by the Statute of Westminster 2. Notwithstanding 
these general rules, there may be both exceptions, reservations, 
easements, and certain peculiar restraints upon the exercise of 
the right ‘of even where there is substantially a grant 
of the full ownership. The present case furnishes a very 
— example-of such a restraint upon a devisee of property 
other respects left him in full ownership. 


ConveRsION—DireEcTion To SELL. 
Bowra v. Rhodes, V. C. K., 10 W, R. 456. 
Few doctrines of equity are better settled than those re- 
lating to the conversion of realty into personalty, and e converso. 
In ‘the leading case of Fletcher v. Ashburner, 1 Bro, C. C. 497, 
the equitable doctrine is thus accurately stated by Sir Thomas 
Plumer, “money directed to be employed in the purchase 


i 


i 


of land, and land directed to be sold and turned into money, | 


wre to be considered as that species of property into which 
they are directed to be converted; and this, in whatever 


contract, marriage articles, settlement, or otherwise.” 
@octrine of conversion is, as the reader is aware, based upon 
‘the maxim that equity regards what ought to be done, as done. 
This:reference to intention has frequently led to great difti- 
culty ina the general principles of this doctrine. Some 
complication is also sometimes oceasioned by reason of the 
‘property being put in settlement, or by the fact that the heir 
claims the payment of money directed to Be converted into 
land, not from strangers, but from the personal representatives 
of his ancestor. If the heir seeks payment from the personal 
representatives of the ancestor, his claims will in all cases be 
superior to those of the representatives, if the fund 
shall have been put in settlement or if there be any prior out- 
standing interest in another person. Thus, in Kettleby v. At- 
wood, 1 Vern. 298,471, an ancestor had covenanted to lay 
out a sum of money in land to be settled upon himself for 
life, remainder to his wife for life, remainder to the issue of the 
. It was held that, on the death of the ancestor, the ; 


i 





heir could call upon the personal representatives for the money. 
although the wife or issue should be living. But, if the wife 
died in the lifetime of the ancestor, leaving no issue of the 
marriage, then, as the obligation to lay out and the right to 
call for the money centred in the same person—viz., the an- 
cestor, the m , to use the common expression, is “ at home, 
and the heir will have no equity against the representatives 
his ancestor: Chichester v. Bickerstaff, 2 Vern. 295. 

It was formerly considered that as between the heir and per- 
sonal representative, the rights are pure legal ones, and that 
what was real and what was personal was often determined by a 
mere accident, as if neither the heir nor the personal represen- 
tative had any equity to alter the actual nature of the 
perty: Walker v. Denne, 2 Ves. Jun. 175, 176. 
doctrine, however, has been completely overruled. It was ob- 
served by Sir William Grant, in Thornton v. Hamley,.10 Ves. 
138, that “there is no weight in the circumstance that the 

is found in the shape’ of money or land, for the 
character is to be found in the deed.” And, in Kirkman v. 
Mills, 13 Ves. 338, the actual condition of the property was 
held to be of no moment as regards its juristical quality, ex- 
cept when the fund gets into the possession of a party who 
would have it either way. 

Since the case of Ackroyd v. Smithson, 1 Bro. C. C. 503, in 
which Lord Eldon so elaborately discussed at the bar the prin- 
ciples of conversion in reference to lapse, it has not been doubted 
that, where a testator directs real estate to be sold and the 
produce of the sale to be applied for a purpose which either 
wholly or partially fails, the undisposed of beneficial interest 
will result to his heir-at-law, and not go to the next of kin. 
Mr. Cox, in a note to Cruse v. Bailey, 3 P. Wms. 22, which 
has often received commendation from various equity judges, 
states his-opinion that the whole question in respect of cases 
such as Ackroyd v. Smithson and the present is—* whether the 
testator meant to give the produce of the real estate the quality 
of personalty to all intents, or only so far as respected the par- 
ticular purposes of the will” So correct a statement is this 
of the gist of the inquiry in all cases like the present, that even 
an express direction that the proceeds of the real estate shall 
be deemed personalty will not prevent the operation of the rule 
in favour of the heir-at-law. For, notwithstanding the.impe~ 
rativeness of the direction to convert, it will nevertheless 
be construed to extend to the purposes of the will only. 
See Collins v. Wakeman, 2 Ves. Jun. 683. 

The question whether real property directed to be sold re- 
sults to the heir as real or personal estate sometimes arises, as 
in the present case, between the real and personal repre- 
sentatives of the heir. The general rules relating to this 
of the doctrine are; first, where it is necessary to sell the land 
for the purposes of the trust, and there is only a partial dis- 
position of the produce of the sale, then the surplus bel to 
the heir as money and not as land, Secondly, whereva sale is 
unnecessary by reason of a total failure of the p for 
which the conversion was directed, the heir will take estate 
as realty: Chitty v. Parkes, 2 Ves. Jun. 271. 

But a sale unnecessarily made by trustees will not affect the 
rights of the parties. The proceeds in such circumstances will 
be considered as the real estate of the heir: Davenport v. 
Coltman, 12 Sim. 610. We have now come to the point 
determined in the present case, which was decided in a 
manner that, we think, is open to some question. A 
testator directed his trustees to sell an advowson and 
apply the proceeds in paying debts, legacies, &c., and, if 
such proceeds should be insufficient, to cut timber to the 
amount of £500, and, if there was still a deficiency, to 
sell his real estate. The trustees sold the advowson, and cut 
timber much beyond the amount directed, considering that 
the personalty was not primarily liable. There being no 
residuary clause in the will, upon the death of the last tenant 
for life a suit was instituted wherein it was decided that the 
personal estate was liable to recoup what had been improperly 
taken from the real. The question then was, whether the 
amount so directed to be paid back was personalty or realty. 
Vice-Chancellor Kindersley held that it was personalty. His 
Honour observed, “ the view the Court took in the suit evi- 
dently was, that it was to be treated just as if the timber was 
cut by the authority of the Court.” We do not see any grounds 
for such a view. Actus legis nemini nocet. But, in this case, 
the cutting the timber would have been a wrong done to the 
heir, Why should the Court be presumed to an 
making a mistake? We may also ask whiy is the (who 
is favoured in law) to suffer a wrong by the malfeasance or 
mistake of a devisee in trust for him. All the elements of 
difficulty, indeed, upon which we have commented }were 
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combined in the present case. There was regard necessarily 
had to the intention of the testator, and also to the fact that 
the property was put in settlement. We think, however, that 
these considerations were not very material, The main point 
to be determined was whether a mistake on the part of 
a devisee in trust could affect the rights of a heir 
to the realty of his ancestor. His Honour considered that 
the fact of an actual conversion having been made altered the 
relative rights of the heir and the personal representative—a 
doctrine which has been, as we have shown, frequently over - 
ruled. His Honour’s decision is also somewhat opposed to the 
rule tha tthe heir in doubtful cases (and, as he observed, there 
‘was no case governing this), is to be favoured. 


Mercer—Tenancy By Courtesy. 
Jones v. Davies and Wife, Ex. C., 10 W. R. 464. 


In this case it was held that a devise of the fee to the wife of 
the lessee of a term of years would not create a merger of the 
term, because the lessee held the term and the fee in distinct 
and separate rights. It was also decided in the same case, 
that the fact of the lessee having had issue by h's wife would 
make no difference, as during the wife’s lifetime the tenancy 
by the courtesy was merely “ initiative and not consummate.” 

Notwithstanding the rule laid down by Lord Coke, ‘‘ that 
where a man, lessee for years, takes the feme lessor to wife, the 
term is merged ” (1 Inst. 332b.), it was soon afterwards decided, 
in Platt v. Sleap, Cro. Ja, 275, 1 Bulst. 118, that where a man 
possessed of a term of years marries, and afterwards the inheri- 
tance descends on his wife, there would be no merger of the 
term, because the descent was an act of law which the husband 
could not prevent: 1 Cru. Dig. 253. This view has beon 
carried out by the subsequent authorities. In Prest. Conv. iii. 
273, it is stated that where either of the two estates is an ac- 
cession to the other by act of law, there will be no merger; 
but that where such accession is by the act of the party, the 
less estate will merge in the greater: 1 Will. Ex. 566. So it 
was contended in Jones v. Davies, that the fee being acquired 
by the act and assent of the husband to the devise, and not by 
the operation of law, the doctrine of merger would apply. 
Wightman, J., in giving judgment on this part of the case, is 
reported as follows:—“ There seems to be no ground what- 
ever for the argument that in this case the husband acquired 
an estate of freehold by his own act. The estate was devised 
to his wife in fee, and no act was required on his part to make 
it vest in him in right of his wife. Whether he assented or 
not, provided he did not dissent, the estate would vest.” 

With respect to the other point contended for, that there 
would be a merger of the term, inasmuch as the lessee had ac- 
quired an “independent and separate estate of freehold,” as 
tenant by the courtesy, it was urged, on the authority of 
Platt v. Sleap, that if the husband has issue by his wife 
after the inheritance has descended to her, so that he 
thereby became tenant by courtesy and acquired a freehold 
in his own right, the term would merge: vide also 1 Cru. 
Dig. 253; and in Burt. R. Prop. 120, it is expressly 
stated that the husband is entitled to hold for his life, as 
tenant by the courtesy, all the lands and tenements of which 
he and his wife were seised in deed in her right for an estate 
of inheritance, provided he has had issue by her, capable of 
inheriting, On the other hand, it is said in Coke Lyttleton, 
30a, that four things are requisite to constitute tenancy by 
courtesy—viz., marriage, seisin of the wife, issue, and death of 
the wife. Before the death of the wife the husband was only 
“ tenant by courtesy initiate,” and not until that event has he 
a separate and independant estate of freehold in his wife’s 
lands. The Court of Exchequer Chamber were of opinion, in 
the above case of Jones v. Davies, that whatever might have 
happened, had the wife died, the husband, during her lifetime, 
had not such an estate of freehold in his own right, as would 
cause a merger. 





COMMON LAW. 
EstopPpEL—NEMO ALLEGANS CONTRARIA, 
Cave v, Mills, Ex., 10 W. R. 471. 

This principle of law was laid down in Shaw v. Picton, 4 
B. & C. 715, that if an agent whose duty it is to receive sums 
of money, and from time to time to communicate to his princi- 
pal the receipt of such money, renders an account containing a 
statement that the money has been received, he (the agent) is 
bound by that statement, unless he can show that it was made 
unintentionally, and by mistake; and if he cannot show that, 
he is not at liberty afterwards to say that the money had not 
been received, and never will be received, and to claim re-im- 





bursement in respect of those sums for which he had previously 
given credit. The majority of the Court of Exchequer in Cave 
v. Mills held that the above rule of law applied to the case of 
a surveyor of trustees of a turnpike road, whose duty it was to 
deliver certain annual accounts, and who, for several yor had 
knowingly suppressed in such accounts liabilities and expenses 
that he had incurred on behalf of the trustees. The 
Court decided that, as the accounts in each year had 
been by the trustees, the surveyor could not 
recover such liabilities and expenses, because, as it was 
said, the trustees had been deceived by the intentional act 
and conduct of their agent, and also because the surveyor, as 
such agent, had made a statement, false to his own ree 
upon the faith of which the trustees had acted, Pollock, C.B., 
in giving judgment, is reported as follows: —“ We are of opinion 
that both these principles apply. Indeed, they are both varia- 
tions of one and the same broad principle, that a man shall 
not be allowed to blow hot and cold; to affirm at one time and 
to deny at another; making a claim on those whom he has de- 
luded to their disadvantage, and founding that claim on the 
very matters of the delusion, Such a principle has its basis 
on common sense and common justice; and whether-it is 
called ‘estoppel’ or by any other name, it is one which 
courts of law have, in modern times, most usefully adopted.”, 

The rule of law as to “estoppels” by matter in pais was 
laid down by Lord Denman, C.J., in Pickard v. Sears, 6 
Ad. & El. 474, to the following effect:—Where one, by his 
own words or conduct, wilfully causes another to believe the 
existence of a certain state of things, and induces him to act 
on that belief, so as to alter his own previous position, the 
former is concluded from averring against the latter a different 
state of things, as existing at the same time, ; 

The term “wilfully,” as used in that case, was observed 
upon by Parke, B.,in Freeman v. Cooke, 2 Ex. 654, where 
he says—“ By the term wilfully we must understand, if not 
that the party represents that to be true which he knows to 
be untrue, at least that he means his representation to be 
acted upon, and that it is acted upon accordingly; and. if, 
whatever a man’s real meaning may be, he so conducts himself 
that a reasonable man would take the representation to be true, 
and believe that it was meant that he should act upon it, and 
did act upon it as true, the party making the representation 
would be equally precluded from contesting its truth.” 

Bramwell, B., in Cave v. Mills, in dissenting from the 
opinion expressed by the majority of the Court, in reference to 
the above rule, proceeds to say—“ It was said this account 
was acted upon as much as an account can be—that is to say, 
it was accepted as true, but, if so, it seems to me that such a 
case cannot be within the rule. On examination of that rule 
it will be found that it supposes a case where, if the plaintiff 
could deny his former statement and recover, the defendant 
would lose precisely what the plaintiff would gain.” . . . 
Aud the learned judge proceeded—* I think the burthen lies 
upon the trustees to produce either authorities or some. prin- 
ciple of law to justify us in holding that the plaintiff ~ 
surveyor) has lost the cause of action that he once had. e 
tenor of the authorities is the other way.” 

It certainly seems that, in this case, the maxim of law 
“that no man shall take advantage of his own wrong,” might 
be held to apply to the acts of the surveyor. For al- 
though the arbitrator had expressly found that no fraud 
was committed, or intended to be committed, by such acts, at 
the same time, the accounts hud been “ knowingly misrepre- 
sented” to the trustees for the purpose of influencing their 
conduct; and whatever might be the motive of such mis- 
representation, it clearly was made with an intention to mis- 
lead or deceive the trustees as to the actual state of the ac- 
counts. The principle upon which the judgment of the ma- 
jority of the Court proceeded seems identical with those cases 
where it has been held that a person who has expressly made 
a representation, on the faith of which another has acted, shall 
not be allowed to contradict his former statement in order to 
profit by such conduct, which it has induced (see per Lord 
Campbell, C., in Piggott v. Stratton, 29 L. J. Ch. 8). 


—_———— 


Correspondence. 


CoNVEYANCING IN FRANOE. 


Some of your readers who are not acquainted with the prac- 
tice of conveyancing in France may like to know how land is 
there conveyed and mortgaged. It is not uncommon to see in the 
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Paris papers an estate advertised, with a reference for par- 
ticulars to a barrister, a notary, and an attorney; but this is 
when the sale is connected with some judicial proceedings, In 
ordinary cases it is usual only to employ one of the notaries 
appointed by Government for the district in which the property 
is situated. There are about a hundred and twenty of these 
notaries in Paris: and, as a general rule, one for six thousand 
inhabitants in the provinces. The attorneys, who are not much 
more numerous, have, like the barristers, very little to do with 
conveyancing. The title of the vendor is shown by the docu- 
ments in the possession of himself and his notary, and by the 
certificate of the Registrar of Charges for the district. The 
property is conveyed by what we should call a mere minute 
of the terms of the contract which is ed and passed 
before two notaries, or before one notary and two witnesses. 
There is hardly a superfluous or technical word in this in- 
strument. It generally begins thus—“ Mr. A. B,, residing at 
C., has, by these presents, sold to Mr. D.E., residing at F., 
present and accepting, a house.” The house or the land is 
carefully described by its boundaries and measure, and with 
® specification of any rights belonging to it; but without 
reference toa map. ‘The longest part of the deed is the re- 
cital of the acts and events during the last thirty years or 
more by which the property has devolved to the vendor. 
Though particular as to dates, it is in brief and ordinary lan- 
guage. Thus—* This property belonged to the vendor as heir 
of his late father, and by virtue of an act of partition between 
him and his brother passed before Mr, G., a notary at 
H., on the first of June, 1850.” The instrument then states 
the time when the purchaser is to have possession, the sum 
that he is to pay, and the other conditions of the sale. It is 
not usual to pay the whole of the purchase-money until some 
months from the date of the conveyance; because for fifteen days 
after it has been transcribed at the office of the Registrar of 
Charges the property is open to other claims; and if there are 
any incumbrances to be discharged, it takes some time to clear 
the title. When this is done, the price or the balance is paid 
over, and the purchase is complete. The original instrument 
of conveyance is kept by the notary, as the memorandum of a 
copyhold surrender is kept by the steward. The purchaser 
receives what is called a grosse, which may be compared to 
the exemplification of a grant, or the probate of a will. The 


* charge of the notary is by a percentage on the value of the 


property, averaging one per cent., exclusive of the ad valorem 
and stamp duty, and other incidental expenses. The vendor 
pays for discharging the incumbrances, which is often a long 
and troublesome business. ‘This is the mode of proceeding 
when the purchaser desires to make his title as complete as 
possible; but if he wishes to avoid expense and delay, he may 
take a conveyance under the signature only of the vendor, 
iand wthout the assistance of a notary, or transcription at the 
office of the Registrar. Such conveyances, not being what 
are termed authentic acts, are liable to be disputed, and are 
frequently the source of litigation or judicial proceedings. 

A mortgage is effected by an obligation entered into before 
two notaries or a notary and two witnesses, which states the 
conditions of the loan, and by an inscription at the office of 
Registrar of Charges for the district, in such a form as 
follows:—“ Inscription is required at the office of Registrar of 
Charges for the benefit of Mr. A. B., whose domicil is chosen 
at C., against Mr. D. E., residing at F., by virtue of an obliga- 
tion subscribed by the said D. E., pursuant to an Act passed 
before Mr. G., a notary at H., on the first of June, 1850, for 
securing the sum of 50,000 francs on the first of June, 1852, 
with interest from the date thereof at five per cent. per annum 
payable every six months on the following property.” A mort- 
gage under signature only, and without inscription at the office 
of the Registrar of Charges, is of no effect, 

Of course conveyances and mortgages are less simple when 
there are more parties, but they are never so complicated as 
some of ours because property cannot be settled for such a 
variety of purposes as in England. Itis to be observed that the 
registration of title is in districts, Indeed a registration of 
the same nature in Paris for the whole of France would 
be hardly practicable, besides being unjust to the proprietors 
of small estates in the country. If the Lord Chancellor’s bills 
are passed, we shall bo able to convey an estate in as few 
words as in the French form, and we shall have a registration, 
which, in some shape, is much wanted; but in France they 
will still possess this superior advantage, that the original deeds 
can always be found and referred to as easily as we can refer 
to “ will or the memorandum of a copyhold surrender. s 

aris. . 





Sourcirors’ VoLUNTEER CORPS: : 

Will you allow me to bring before your notice a subject 
which in some degree concerns every solicitor and articled 
clerk in London. It is well known that the barristers have 
formed themselves into the most celebrated corps in the king- 
dom, and it is equally well known that their success is: 
almost entirely to the fact of their living so close to each‘other, 
and of having such convenient places for drill. 

How comes it, then, that the solicitors and articled clerks, 
amounting as they do to upwards of 5,000 able-bodied, shrewd, 
intelligent men, and having in all respects the same opportu- 
nities as the barristers, should have done absolutely nothing 
for the defence of their country. Surely this ought not to be. 
I feel convinced that if a meeting was held (say in the Hall of 
the Law Society, which I have no doubt would be 
granted fdr the occasion) and the chair taken by some 
known and influential person, a corps would soon be organised, 
and it would be their own fault if they did not equal the 
“ Devil’s Own,” 

ONE WHO WOULD JOIN IMMEDIATELY, 

Lincoln's Inn, May 14, 1862. 





ArTICLED CLERKS Law Society 

As the letter of “ A London Articled Clerk” in your last 
number is likely to lead to misapprehension, I must beg leave 
to say a few more words upon the subject. Doubtless if the 
means for improvement at the Law Institution were open to all 
articled clerks, the proposed society would be less needed, but 
this is not I believe a fact, as “ A Loudon Articled Clerk” 
would have us understand. If the principal to whom the clerk 
is articled is not a member of the Institution, I believe the clerk 
cannot gain admission to its library, and ouly upon condition 
of his attending the lectures can he join the Debating Society. 
I should be glad to learn that this has been altered. Again, 
those who have attended lectures have felt the want of personal 
communication with the lecturer in order that questions might 
be asked and difficulties elucidated. My idea is, that 
lecturing wanted is that of tutors in classes, who are able, from 
the private nature of their instruction, to clear up difficulties 
to have found out that ‘the society would afford some means 
as they proceed. As to country articled clerks they seem 
of improvement for them, as many have promised their support. 
“A London Articled Clerk” has surely forgotten that the 
country clerks come up to town for their last year, during 
which time they are unassisted in their studies unless 
employ a“ coach.” In conclusion, I will say that I thought the 
society would fill up a void which I still think exists. Of 
course, its foundation should rest with articled clerks them- 
selves; and if they do not render their aid, the cota must 
fall to the ground. ‘ Atrrep H, CrowTHEr. 


——__-——_—_————_———— 
Scotland. 


LEGAL EDUCATION. 

The Dean and Council of the Faculty of Procurators in 
Glasgow have presented the following memorial to the heads 
of the Scotch Supreme Court :— 

Your memorialists are desirous of drawing the attention 
of your lordships, as heads of the Supreme Courts of law and 
equity in Scotland, to the character and extent a Oe education 
and preparatory training at present required young men 
joining that branch of the legal profession in Scotland, 
consists of writers to the signet, solicitors, and writers. The 
object of your memorialists is to promote some comprehensive 
measure of improvement. 

Your memorialists have for some time devoted their atten- 
tion to this subject, under the conviction that it forms a pe 
unimportant part of the general movement now in 
this country for raising the standard of general caliaadenael 
acquirement. The renovation of the university systems of 
England, Scotland, and Ireland was the primary step towards 
the practical accomplishment of such a and it is 
there will follow, at no distant period, some general measures 
for amending the system of instruction in our high schools. 

It is unnecessary for your memorialists to submit to 
Lordships the reasons which have led to the adoption, in 
the learned professions in this country, of a limitation of 
right to practise, unless after compliance with certain 
ments, aud submission to certain tests. These have, in 
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consisted of the 
study, both general and professional, and the passing of an 
entrance examination. In some departments of the legal pro- 
fession, where technical knowledge is especially valuable, the 
serving of an apprenticeship has been added, 

The tendency of all recent changes has been to raise the 


standard of these requirements, by insisting, not merely on a | 


greater amount, but on a greater extent and variety, of general 
as well as professional knowledge. This has been more espe- 


cially the case in the medical and in some branches of the 


legal profession. 

With the exception of the Faculty of Advocates, it cannot 
be said that any of the other authorities in Scotland entitled 
to regulate admission to the several branches of the legal pro- 
fession, have done much of late years to forward this progres- 
sive movement. And it may therefore be of use, before refer- 
ring more in detail to the state of matters in Scotland, to see 
what has been recently done in the same field in England and 
Treland. 

By an Act of Parliament (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), passed in 1843, 
to regulate the examination and admission of attorneys and 
solicitors in England and Wales, all persons were prohibited 
from acting as attorneys or solicitors unless after serving under 
indenture for a period of five years, and being admitted and 
enrolled in manner therein provided. An exception was made 
in favour of persons who had taken degrees at any of the uni- 
versities, in which case the length of service under indenture 
was reduced to three years. It was provided that all persons 
applying for admission should be examined as to “ fitness and 
capacity,” and the judges of the Courts of Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer were authorised to appoint 
examiners, and to make regulations for conducting the exami- 
nations. It was enacted that a roll of attorneys and solicitors 
should be kept, and the Incorporated Law Society of London 
was appointed to the office of registrar, The Commissioners 
for Stamps and Taxes were prohibited from granting stamped 
certificates authorising persons to practise as attorneys or solici- 
tors until their names were registered in the books of the regis- 
trar, and persons practising without a certificate were declared 
incapable of recovering their fees. 

In pursuance of the powers thus conferred on the judges, 
they from time to time issued rules, orders, and regulations as 
to the examination, admission, and re-admission of attorneys. 
In 1853 these rules were consolidated, and a new set issued by 
the same authority. Your Lord-hips are requested to refer to 
the copy herewith sent. 

Although these measures afforded additional guarantees for 
the respectability and practical skill of the members of this 
branch of the profession, they did little towards elevating its 
general education or acquirements, or towards securing the 
study of law as a science. 

As far back as 1846, however, a Select Committee of the 
House of Commons had been appointed to report on the then 
state of legal education in England and Ireland, and on the 
means for its further improvement and extension. Their 
Report, which was printed by order of the House, characterises 
as imperfect the provisions previously made for legal education 
in the universities of England, and in the Inns of Court, and 
points out the want of an effectual systematic course of instruc- 
tion in law, not only in Ireland but in Scotland. It then 
alludes to some of the means which had been resorted to by 
the second branch of the profession (the attorneys and solici- 
tors) in England and Ireland to provide for the educational 
wants of its members by means of voluntary societies and 
lectures in London and Dublin, and in many of the large pro- 
vincial towns. These means although much to be commended, 
were declared by the committee to be inadequate to meet the 
necessities of the case, 

Your memorialists trust that they will be excused for ma- 
king some quotations from this valuable Report, in which are 
set forth in words more authoritative than any they can use, the 
obstacles which, in England as well as in Scotland, lie in the 
way of improving this branch of the profession, and the means 
‘suggested by the committee for surmounting them, 

After referring to the advantages of the system of apprentice- 
ship, by which much knowledge of an almost mechanical cha- 
Yacter,and much minute dexterity, are taught in the most 
‘@ffectual way, and after pointing out the ditiiculty which an 
atticled clerk or apprentice has in finding opportunities of 
‘uninterruptediy attending courses of lectures in law, the com- 
mittee go on to say:—“Nor are the clerks themselves of suf- 
ficient age, or of sufficient previous acquirements to take ad- 
vantage of these opportunities. It is in these two points the 
chief difficulty lies, and withont the removal of both, it is much 


tion of a prescribed curriculum of } 





to be apprehended that no mere lecture reform, even though 
attended with class instruction and a better system of exami- 
nation, will much avail. 

But were all this otherwise, and that neither time nor pre- 
vious preparation were wanting for the acquirement of certain 
branches of legal knowledge now touched on, or altogether 
omitted by the young solicitor, it would not at 
least as effectually as might be desired, the more important 
portion of thesolicitor’s education, that which proposes to fit him 
for the higher duties of his profession. Sir George — 
has insisted with force and, as it appears to committee, 
with truth, on the necessity of attending to this in preference 
to all things else; he considers'mere legal knowledge or dex- 
terity of little moment in comparison. He proposes to secure 
it, not so much by the course of education he is to pursue 
during the subsistence of his articles, as by that which he 
ought to pass through previously to his entering thereon. If 
the acquirements which he demands as qualification appear to 
be somewhat higher than what may be expected from oppor- 
tunites at present within the reach of the generality of young 
clerks, they assuredly are not higher, as appears from his vi- 


; dence, than what are found to be indispensable in after life for 





even adecent discharge of his professional duties. To secure 
such acquirements it will be necessary to have an examination 
in order satisfactorily to test them, not only after, but previous 
to apprenticeship; and in order to be enabled to meet such 
examination, it will be also necessary to provide such previous 
course of study as will enable him to prepare for it. Here, 
again, time and proper places of instruction are essential con- 
ditions. With regard to time, the suggestion offered seems 
reasonable, that clerks should not be articled till the age ot 
eighteen, which, while it would not impair their efficiency, but 
the reverse, in their future profession, would allow an adequate 

riod for the acquisition of most if not all the branches— 
Tatin, mathematics, history, and one or more of the living lan- 
guages—to which Sir George Stephen refers. The establishing 
thus, at the outset, a high standard of education would effect in 
a marked manner the entire remainder of their course; it 
would enable them to profit by such instruction as might be 
within their reach; it would lay a foundation on which they 
might build future acquisitions, which, without such founda- 
tion, might probably never have been thought of, and though 
not of itself synonymous with those gentlemanly principles and 
conduct on which Sir G. Stephen lays such legitimate stress, 
it would at least furnish a high probability that they had not 
been neglected. The student so prepared would not only bs a 
better clerk but a better pupil, and be fitted to enter on any 
course which a law society or law college might trace out for 
him.” 

In order to attain these most desirable objects, the committee, 
among other resolutions which formed the result of their 
inquiries and deliberations, reported the following to the 
House :— 

“25. That in providing for the special legal education of 
the solicitor, a stringent examination should be required in 
proof of a sound general education havirg been gone through pre- 
vious to admission to the apprenticeship. That this examination 
should embrace, in addition to the ordinary acquirements of 2 
so-called commercial education, 2 competent knowledge of at 
least Latin, geography, history, the elements of mathematics 
and ethics, and one or more modern languages.” 

*©96. That for the further education of the solicitor, it would 
be highly advisable he should also have, even whilst articled 
clerk, opportunities for attendance on certain classes of lectures 
in the Inns of Court, and also on others of a nature more 
special to his own profession in the law society of which he might 
happen to be a member.” 

“98, That the examination of the several courses which the 
future solicitor should be required to attend should be marked 
equally by a certificate and examination, and that the final 
examination, as a condition for admission to the profession, 
should be conducted more in reference to general principles 
than technicalities (as appears now to be the case), by enlarg- 
ing and improving the examination papers, and calling in some 
of the examiners of the Inns of Court” 

It was not, however, until last year (1860) that an Act of 
Parliament was passed to give effect to the views embodied in 
this Report. The Act, 23 & 24 Vict.c, 127, referred to, is en- 


titled “ An Act to amend the Laws relating to Attorneys, Soli- 
citors, Proctors, and Certificated Conveyancers.” It provides 
not only that persons who have taken degrees at certain univer- 
sities, but ‘that those who have been at the bar or have served 
for ten years as managing clerks in an attorney's or solicitors 
office, shall be admitted to practice after three years servitude. 
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It likewise ides that persons who have successfully passed 
certain university examinations, to be fixed by the judges, 
shall be admitted after a servitude of four years; that the 
judges (who are spoken of in the Report of 1846, and are 
regarded in England as “the protectors, guides, and controllers 
of the  snptsaron may, in their discretion, require an exami- 
nation in general knowledge, either before an aprenticeship, or 
before admission to practice, and that they may also require an 
examination in legal knowledge during apprenticeship, and in 
practical business before admission, e Act contains many 
other provisions of a useful nature, such as the issuing of 
certificates by the registrar, on which are impressed the appro- 
priate stamp, in place of the certificates formerly issued by the 
Commissioners of Stamps and Taxes. 

Founding on the provisions of this Act, the judges of Eng- 
land, in the month of July last (1861), issued rules and regu- 
lations for conducting ‘the examinations in general knowledge 
of persons proposing to enter into articles of clerkship or 
apprenticeship, and also established “ intermediate examina- 
tion,” in elementary legal knowledge to be undergone during 
apprenticeship. Both these examinations are compulsory. A 
printed copy of the rules and regulations is now respectfully 
submitted to your Lordships. 

In like manner, in Ireland, measures have been in progress 
since the Report of the Committee of the House of Commons 
in 1846, to improve the character of professional education 
generally; but at present your memorialists have only to do 
with certain recent steps that have been adopted with regard to 
the education of attorneys. 

The power of regulating the education of attorneys in Ireland 
is vested in the honourable the Benchers of the King’s Inn 
Society. Upon'a memorial presented to them in the ‘spring, 
1860, by the Incorporated Society of aes Solicitors, the 
Benchers, at .a meeting at which the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland presided, adopted a code of rules, of which a printed 
copy is now also submitted to your Lordships. By these rules 
(1) Every person who shall seek to become the apprentice of 
an attorney or solicitor must, previous to being bound, pass an 
examination in general knowledge; (2) All apprentices who 
have completed the period of their apprenticeship, are to be 
examined in law (including the practice of the Courts, and the 
general duties of an attorney and solicitor); and (3) A professor- 
ship of law is instituted for the improvement of the legal educa- 
tion of such — 

By Acts of Parliament, passed at various times, for regulating 
apprenticeship to attorneys and solicitors in Ireland (the latest 
having been passed only last Session), the period of service 
under indenture has been fixed, as in England, at five years, 
except in the case of graduates of the universities, when its 
length is reduced to three years. 

Your memorialists have now respectfully to submit to your 
Lordships a short account of the qualifications required from 
Writers to the Signet and other legal practitioners in Scotland 
and of the usual style of their education. These practitioners 
consist (1) of Writers to the Signet and Solicitors before the 
Supreme Court, who form two incorporations, possessing 
exclusive privileges in the conduct of actions and suits before 
the Supreme Court and who also practise as conveyancers, 
factors, and general law agents; (2) of Procurators before the 
Inferior Courts, who are also, in some towns, members of incor- 
porations called Faculties or Societies, possessing exclusive 
privileges in the conduct of actions before the Inferior Courts, 
and who at the same time practise conveyancing, etc.; and (3) 
of Notaries Public, who practise conveyancing, etc.; but have 
no right to conduct actions or suits at law. 

To all these, when duly admitted or enrolled, and to such 
only, the Commissioners of Stamps and Taxes in Scotland 
consider themselves entitled, under the various Acts of Parlia- 
ment regulating the inland revenue, to issue certificates 
enabling them to ice. 

The mode of admission of persons to these several bodies is 
on a footing somewhat different from the admission of attorneys 
and solicitors in England. The Court of Sessior possesses the 
undoubted power, by Act of Sederunt, to regulate the mode of 
admission of all who desire to practise before either the 
supreme or the inferior courts of Scotland; but the actual adntis- 
sion in the inferior courts rests with the sheriffs who preside 
over these courts. The powers of the Court of Session are, in 
a few instances, modified by the legal rights of certain chartered 
bodies. The parties Se are required, by the 
terms of the various Acts of Sederunt, passed from time to time 
by the judges of the Supreme Court, to undergo a trial of their 
* fitness vp sey Mlle ou the duties of the office to 
which they aspire. of notaries public is regu- 





lated by certain old Scots Acts. It flows directly from the 
Crown, but the concurrence of the Court of Session must also 
be obtained, and the Court insists on an examination in law as 
a condition of admission. 

The admission trials are conducted, in the case of writers 
to the signet and solicitors, by the two corporate bodies whose 
province it is to practise before the supreme courts; in 
case of notaries public, by certain members of the Society of 
Writers to the Signet, annually appointed for that purpose, and 
of whom a special remit is made in each case by the Court; and 
in the case of procurators before the sheriff and other inferior 
courts, by the local judge before whom the party seeking 
admission desires to practise, unless where certain ¢ 
bodies have the privilege of conducting these trials. 

Prior to the stmiedion of all persons except notaries public, 
a longer or shorter apprenticeship is required, by ot 
Sederunt as well as by the provisions of the charters incor- 
porating the faculties and societies before mentioned. In 
Edinburgh, Glasgow, and some of the larger towns, the regular 
term of apprenticeship is five years, and in Glasgow an addi- 
tional year of clerkship is necessary. In the other sheriffdoms, 
the Act of Sederunt, 1825, prescribes only an apprenticeship 
of three years, but it requires that the entrant should be above 
twenty-one years of age. 

Your memorialists have now to submit to your Lordships 
that the system of examination which has been in use under 
these regulations isin most cases of a perfunctory character, 
and does little to secure that those who are admitted to the 
performance of duties of so varied and responsible a character 
should be possessed of the general and legal knowledge neces- 

for them. 

The chief reliance has been placed, except in the case of 
notaries public, on apprenticeships, and on certificates of atten- 
dance on a prescribed curriculum of instruction. In addition, 
however, to these, examinations in legal knowledge and prac- 
tice have been required, but it is believed that these examina- 
tions have been in few instances of a searching or stringent 
character. There has been no compulsory examination in 
general knowledge. While, therefore, the members of the 
other learned professions have been advancing in their literary 
and professional attainments, it is feared that that branch of 
the legal profession to which your memorialists belong has 
fallen far behind. Among the young men who are preparing 
for the profession there are comparatively few who endeavour 
by a careful study of the Latin language and of other branches 
of general knowledge, to lay the foundation on which alone 
the superstructure of legal education can with safety be raised. 

Under this persuasion your memorialists have been making 
efforts for some time past to raise the standard of educational 
acquirements, both general and legal, required for admission 
to their Faculty, hoping thereby, while they benefit the public, 
to elevate also the character of the profession in Glasgow. 
They have sought to rely less than formerly on the imperfect 
security which the mere service of an apprenticeship and the 
attendance on lectures afford, and to introduce an effectual 
system of examination both during apprenticeship and before 
admission to the Faculty, But it has been necessary to intro- 
duce these changes very gradually, so as not to injure the 
prospects of many young men who had already advanced so 
far in their preparatory education as to make it extremely 
difficult for them to conform to a higher measure of attainment. 

The result has been the ultimate adoption by your memo- 
rialists of the improved bye-laws, of which a printed copy is 
now submitted. It will be observed that the requirements in 
general knowledge are not of a stringent character; and that, 
for reasons which will be easily understood from the 
tion just given, it is not only left optional to a person wishing 
to join the profession to take his examination in general know- 
1 either before entering into his indenture, or before 
admission to the Faculty, but the examination is not rendered 
compulsory until the Ist of January, 1864. To meet the case 
of persons whose preparatory studies may have been of a higher 
grade, a provision is made for the examinations, either in law 
or in general knowledge, being taken with honours. Your 
memorialists would willingly have shortened the term of 
apprenticeship and clerkship (6 years), especially in the case 
of university graduates, and thus have afforded to all a better 
opportunity of enlarging their minds by the study of languages, 
philosophy, and mathematics, at the university, prior to com- 
mencing their professional career, but they found themselves 
restricted by the terms of their charter. Your Lordships’ 
attention is particularly requested to the chapter of the bye-laws 
(VI) which provides for periodical examinations, a system of 
which your memorialists have already had a short experience, 
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and which promises to prove most useful, so far as regards legal 
knowledge and practical acquirements, It is of the same 
character with the intermediate examinations which have been 
simultaneously adopted by the judges in England. 

But your memorialists are apprehensive that the full benefit of 
their efforts to elevate the character of the profession, and to 
secure the public against uneducated and unskilful practitioners 
will not be attained unless something is done to enlarge the 
studies and to raise the standard of acquirement for profes- 
sional men throughout the whole of Scotland. 

long as matters remain on their present-footing, it is in 
the power of those who have not had the means, or perhaps 
the opportunity, of obtaining a liberal education, and whose 
professiona: knowledge even is limited, to acquire a right to 
practise by passing, either as a procurator, before some remote 
sheriff court, or as a notary public, and then taking out the 
necessary certificate from the Commissioners of Stamps and 
Taxes. These persons become in this way legally entitled to 
practise as conveyancers and agents in any part of Scotland, 
and the public know no distinction between them and the prat- 
titioner who, besides serving a long apprenticeship, and an- 
xiously preparing himself for his profession, has stood the 
gg of successive examinations in general knowledge and in 
aw. 

Your memorialists respectfully submit that these are evils 
which require a remedy, and that the Judges of the Court of 
Session have it in their power to apply it, by regulating, by 
Act of Sederunt, the conditions under which alone admission 
shall be allowed to the profession of writers to the signet, 
solicitors, writers, and notaries public. 

(Signed) Anpw. BANNATYNE, 
Dean of the Faculty of Prors. 
Glasgow, 7th February, 1862. 


The Scottish Law Magazine highly approves of the sugges 
tions contained in the Memorial, and makes the following 
observations upon the subject :— 


There is one question, not touched on by the Memorial, 
which deserves attention, aud without an attention to which 
any reform in the directior indicated by the Memorial would be 
incomplete. An assimilation to the systems adopted in England 
and Ireland is recommended; but one peculiar feature of that 
system is passed over. In England there are no peculiar corpo- 
rations, or chartered bodies possessed of exclusive privileges, and 
levying large fees, and imposing heavy fines, The Examining 
Board is a central authority, before whom all applicants must 
eppear and from whom they receive their certificate or diploma. 

aving passed that Board, they are free to practise in any 
part of England. Scotland at present has as many examining 
bodies as there are courts—every sheriff-substitute having 
the power of admission on a certificate of qualification by two 
practising writers, but this admission is practically limited 
to the county where the solicitor is admitted. In short, to put 
the Scottish solicitors on an equal footing with their brethren 
in England and Ireland—which is the laudable object of the 
Memorial—let their qualifications not only be raised, but 
erect some examining board in Edinburgh, and abolish the 
exclusive privileges of all chartered bedies. 


——————»)———— 
haw Students’ Fournal. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS BEFORE ENTER- 
ING INTO ARTICLES OF CLERKSHIP TO AT- 
TORNEYS AND SOLICITORS. 

Part I, 

Pursuant to the jndges’ orders of the 26th of July, 1861, the 
Preliminary Examination in General Knowledge will com- 
prise— 

1. Reading aloud a passage from some English author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English grammar. 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic. A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 1 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History. Questions on English history. 

8. Latin, Elementary knowledge of Latin. 


Part Ii. 


_ The special examiners appdinted by the judges, by an Order 
dated the 26th of November, 1861, have selected the following 
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books, in which the examinations will take place at the exa- 
mination on the 14th and 15th of July, 1862:— 

In Latin.—Cicero’s Orations; or Horace’s Odes. 

In Greek.—Demosthenes; or, Homer’s Odyssey. 

In modern Greek: Bexxapiov, wep) "Adimnudruv xai Tloivay 
wrrappacmtvoy amo thy Iratixhy Dacooay ; or Bevrorns Ioropia 
ris Apepixis. 

In French.—Racine’s Britannicus; or Moliére’s Le Bourgeois 
Gentilhomme. 

In German.—Lessing’s Emilia Galotte; or Tieck’s Kaiser 
Octavianus. 

In Spanish.—Cervantes’ Don Quixote; or Dom Hartzen- 
buch’s La Coja y el Encogido. 

In Italian——Manzoni’s Promessi Sposi; or Tasso’s Gerusa- 
lemme Liberata, 


Candidates have the choice of either of these works. 

The particular parts of the several works above mentioned— 
in one of which each candidate must be examined—will be 
announced to the candidates a month before the day of exami- 
nation. 

Candidates are required by the judges’ orders to give a month’s 
notice to the Incorporated Law Society, as Registrar of Attor- 
neys, of the language in which they propose to be examined, 
the place at which they wish to be examined, and their age 
and place of education. All notices and inquiries should be 
addressed to the Secretary of the Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery-lane, W.C 





TRINITY TERM EXAMINATIONS, 


The examiners appointed for the examination of persons ap- 
plying to be admitted attorneys have appointed Tuesday the 
10th 'and Wednesday the 11th of June, at half-past nine in the 
forenoon, at the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, in 
Chancery-lane, in order to be examined. The examination will 
commence at ten o'clock precisely, and close at four o’clock 
each day. 

Articles of clerkship and assignment, if any, with answers 
to the questions as to due service, according to the regulations 
approved by the judges, must be left with the secretary on or 
before Monday, the 2nd of June. 

Where the articles have not expired, but will expire during 
the term, or in the vacation following such term, the candidate 
may be examined conditionally; but the articles must be left 
within the first seven days of term, and answers up to that time. 
If part of the term has been served with a barrister, special 
pleader, or London agent, answers to the questigns must be 
vbtained from them as to the time served with each re- 
spectively. 

On the first day of examination papers will be delivered to 
each candidate, containing questions to be answered in writing, 
classed under the several heads of—1l. Preliminary. 2, Com- 
mon and Statute Law, and Practice of the Courts. 3. Convey- 
ancing, 

On the second day furtier papers will be delivered to each 
candidate, containing questions to be answered in—4. Equity, 
and Practice of the Courts. 5 Bankruptcy, and Practice of 
the Courts. 6. Criminal Law, and Proceedings before Justices 
of the Peace. 

Each candidate is required to answer all the preliminary 
questions (No. 1); and also to answer in three of the’ other 
heads of inquiry, viz.:—Common Law, Conveyancing, and 
Equity. The examiners will continue the practice of proposing 
questions in Bankruptcy and in Criminal Law and Proceedings 
before Justices of the Peace, in order that candidates who have 
given their attention to these subjects may have the advantage 
of answering such questions, and having the correctness of their 
answers in those departments taken into consideration in sum- 
ming up the merit of their general examination. 

In case the testimonials were deposited ina former term, 
they should be re-entered, the fee paid, and the answers com- 
pleted to the time appointed. 


The examiners for the intermediate examination of persons 
under articles of clerkship to attorneys have appointed Tues- 
day, the 10th of June, at half-past nine in the forenoon, at the 
Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, in Chancery-lane. The 
examination will commence at ten o’clock precisely, and close 
at four o'clock. 

Articles of clerkship and assignment, if nay, with answers ‘to 
the questions asto due service, according to the regulations ap- 


gba by the judges, must be left with ‘the secretary on Or 
efore Monday, the 2nd of June. 
On the day of examination papers will be delivéred to’eath 
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candidate, containing questions to be answered in writing, 
classed under the several heads of—1. Common Law; 2. Con- 
; 3. Equity; 4. Book-keeping 
Candidates, under the 4th section of the Attorneys Act, 1860, 
may, on application, obtain copies of the further questions 
relating to the ten years’ service antecedent to the articles of 
clerkship. 





EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY 


Easter TERM, 1862. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the roll 
of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the examiners 
recommended the following gentlemen, under the age of 26, as 
being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

Elward Palgrave Simpson, aged 21. who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Greene & Partridge, of Bury St. Edmunds; and 
Messrs, Hensman & Nicholson, of London. 

John Smith aged 21, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Noteutt & Son, of Ipswich; and Messrs. Aldridge & Bromley, 
of London. 

Charles Henry Anderson, aged 23, who served his clerkship 
to oo, Bell, Steward, & Lloyd, of London. 

~<a & Marsland Taylor, aged 23, who served his clerkship 
to ve omas Taylor, of Manchester; Mr. Frederick Thomas 
= Manchester; and Mr. George Frederick Wharton, of Man- 
chester. 

John Davis Peard, aged 21, who served his clerkship to 


Messrs. Peard & Langdon, of Barnstaple; Mr. William Dunn, 


of Frome; and Messrs. Whitakers & Woolbert, of London. 


Charles James Todd, aged 22, who served his clerkship to 


Mr. Charles Spilman Todd, of Hull. 

Charles Berkeley Margetts, aged 22, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. Charles Margetts, of Huntingdon ; and Messrs. 
Eyre & Lawson, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr. Simpson, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Smith, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clem- 
ent’s-inn, 

Be Mr. Anderson, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
ie 

To hi. Taylor, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 


1ety. 
To Mr. Peard, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
iety. 
To Mr. Todd, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Tr, Margetts, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 


ety. 

The examiners have also certified that the following candi- 
dates whose names are placed in alphabetical order passed ex- 
aminations which entitle them to commendation :— 

George Adams, aged 23, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Edward Hodgkinson, of London. 

Thomas Bradshaw, aged 22, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Janson, Cobb, & Pearson, of London. 

Walter Cash ’Clennell, B.A., aged 23, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Gadsden &F lower, of London. 

ward Cubitt Francis, B.A., aged 26, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. Charles Fiddey, of London. 

Charles Kirby, jun., aged 21, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Charles Kirby, of ‘Knaresborough. 

The council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
merit. 

The examiners have further announced to the following 
candidates that their answers to the questions at the examina- 
tion were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled them to 
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prizes or certificates of merit if they had been under the age | 


of 26:— 
George Alfred Sedgwick, aged 35, whoserved his clerkship to 
Mr, John-Foster Elmslie, of London. | 


William John Bruty, aged 30, who served his clerkship to | 


Mr. William Ward Duffield, of London and Chelmsford. 
tus Jones, 26, who served his clerkship 
Jones, of 
Job Bradford, LL.B., - an 29, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Richard Gardner, of Leamin mn; My. Robert Shuttle- 
wcrth Gregson, of London; and i. Allen, of Bedford- 


don. 
The number of candidates examined in this term was 85; 
of these, 81 were passed, and 4 postponed. 


Public Companies. 
BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 


For THe Formation or New Lines or Raitway 1 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 


The following Bills have been read a third time in the House 


of Lords and passed :— 
CHarp AND TAUNTON. 
Exeter AND CHARD. 
TAUNTON AND SIDMOUTH. 
Tenpringc Hunprep. 


The following Bill bee been read a third time in the House 





of Commons and 
TEWKESBURY AND sineoinak: 
aor vente 5: > eearem: 
Court Papers. 
CHANCERY SITTINGS.—Trinity Term, 1862. 
LORD CHANCELLOR. Saturday . 

Lincoln's Inn. Monday June "3} rosacea 

7 7 { App. mtns.,petns., | Tuesday .... 3) Pit. of Lancas- 
uesday May27 } ond apps. ter & appeals. 
Wednesday 28 —: 4. \ ipeeall 
Thursday ..29 Thrsday .... 5.. App. mtns. & apps. 
Friday...... 30 Petns. in lunacy, 
Saturday ..31 >Appeals. Friday...... Giapp. ptns., bank- 
Mondy., June rupt apps. & apps 
Wednestay 4) | Seay’. 3 
a. eee 
Thursday . + 5. . App. mtns, & apps. | | Tea Appeals. 
Friday...... Wednesday a 
——- we ; | Thursday ..12. 7 ADD. mtns. & apps. 
Monday . a, ; Appeals. Petitns, in lunacy, 
Tuesday. | Friday...... 132 app. ptns., bank- 
Wednesday a } rupt apps., & apps. 
Thursday ..12..App.mtns.& apps. | Saturda | Monday 41 sppeais. 
Tiday...... 3} Appeals. Monday 16) 

ne onl 14 ane . App. mtns. &apps. 
Monday ....16.. Petitions and apps. — 
Tuesday .. --17,. App. mtns. & apps. 


Norics.—The days (ifany) on which | | 
the Lord Chancellor shall be en- 
gaged in the House of Lordsare | 
excepted. } 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 
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V. C. Siz R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
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before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Cavses,fc.,STANDING OVER IN VICE- | Wednesday ..1i 
CmanceLLor Sruart’sCoust. | Theseiay ..12;. Mtns, & gen. pa. 
} PRE +cat per. 
etns. sht. causes, 
Saturday ..14 {fe idee, 
| Monday ....16..General paper. 
| Tuesday ....17..Mtns. & gen. pa 


N B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked, at least one clear day 


That no Cause, Motion for Decree, 
or Further Consideration shall, 
except by Order of the Court, be 
marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within 12 of the last Cause or 
Matter in the printed Paper of the 
day for hearing. 


CECIL MONRO, 





Registrars’ Office, Registrar. before the same can be put in the 
i4th March, 1862. paper to be so heard. 
Queen’s Bench. 


Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Honour- 
able Sir ALEXANDER Epmunp Cocxsurn, Bart., Lord Chief Justice of 
Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, in and after Trinity Term, 1862. 

In Term. 
Middlesex. | London. 

Ist sitting ..Wednesday.. May 28 | Ist sitting....Friday.... May 30 

und sitting ..Monday..... June 2] 2nd sitting (1 day) Monday June 16 

3rd sitting ..Wednesday.. June 11 

For undefended causes only. 
ArTer TERM. 








Middlesex. London. 
Wednesday .........++.+. June 18 | Monday .....e.eeeeseeee June 30 


The Court will sit at ten o’clock every day. 

The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days, in term, if 
not disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days 
following each of such sitting days. 





Common Pleas. 


Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Honour- 
able Sir Witttam Exe, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of her Majesty’s Court 
of Common Pleas at Westminster, in and after ‘Irinity Term, 1862. 





In TERM. 
Middlesex, London. 
Wednesday ........+-++0+ May 28] Friday .....ceescesccseee May 30 
Monday..cescscese coceeee Jume 2| Monday ....secsccceeeee Sune 16 


Arter TERM. 


Middlesex. London. 
Wednesday .........+e+0. June 18 | Monday ...-..se-seeseee June 30 


The Court will sit during and after term at ten o'clock. 
‘The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in term, if not 
isposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days follow- 
ng each of such sitting days. 





Exchequer of Pleas. 


Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Honour- 
able Sir Faepericx Pottocx, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of Her Majesty's 
Court of Exchequer, in and after Trinity Term, 1862, 

In Term. 
Middlesex. London 

Ist Sitting..Wednesday.. May 28 | Ist Sitting... Friday eoee May 30 

2nd Sitting..Monday .... June 2] 2nd Sitting (1 day) Monday June 16 

3rd Sitting..Wednesday . June 11 

Arrer Ter™. 
Middlesex. London. 
Wednesday .........seee0 June 18 | Monday....ccccccccceeess dune 30 


The Court witl sit during and after term at ten o’clock. 


The Court will sit in Middlesex at Nisi Prius, in term, by adjournment 
from day to day, until the counes entered for the respective Middlesex 
sittings are disposed of. 


ial 
— > 


Births, Miarriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTH. 


ELCUM—On May 12, the = of Hugh William Elcum, Esq., Solicitor, 13, 
Bedford-row, of a daughter 





MARRIAGES. 
CHAMBERS—HARE—On May 14, Charles Harcourt Chambers, Esq., only 
son of the late Sir Charles harles Harcourt Chambers, Chief Justice at Bombay, 


to Lucebella, daughter of the late Marcus Theodore Hare, Eaq., R.N. 
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"| FLETCHER—HILL—On May i, Henry Studd Fletcher, Faq. . MRC S., 
of My sa 's-park, to Emily Hill, daughter of the late Warner Chavelier 
Hill, Esq., Solicitor, Walsingham, Norfolk. 

MACRORY—STEVENSON—On May 13, Edmund Macrory, Esq., of the 
Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Elizabeth Stephenson, daughter of 
Henry Manisty, Esq., Q.C., of Bryanston-square. 


DEATHS. 
POWER—On May 10, at Halstead-place, Kent, David Power, Esq., Q.C., 
aged 45, ' 
WALLIS—On wy A 4, Charles William Wallis, Esq., of 36, New Broad-st, 


Solicitor, 
WHITEHOUSE—On May 11, at Brighton, in his lith year, Henry Jermyn, 
., of Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


son of J. Whitehouse, 








& 
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London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
TugspaY, May 13, 1862. 
Jones, Benjamin, and Rhys Powell Jones, Attorneys and Solicitors, 
at, Carmarthenshire (Messrs, B. Jones & Son). By mutual con- 
sent. May 10, 


BAM indings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Farpay, May 9, 1862. 
Limirep in Bankruptcy. 


Great Northern and Midland Coal Company (Limited).—Commissioner 
Goulburn will on May 23 at 11 proceed to settle the list of contributories 
of this company. 





Turspay, May 13, 1862. 
Liuirep In BANKRUPTCY. 

London and Provincial Discount Company (Limited). —Order to wind-up 
May 3. Same time, Herbert Harris Cannan, 36 Basinghall-street, ap- 
pointed Official Liquidator. 

Great Yarmouth Mariners and Trad "s Coal Company (Limited).— 
Petition to wind up presented, will be heard before Commissioner Fon- 
blanque, on May 23 at 11. 

United Kingdom Electric Telegraph Company (Limited),—Petition to 
wind-up, presented May 10, will be heard before Com. Goulburn, on May 
23ati. Linklater & Hackwood, Solicitors for Petitioners, 7 Walbrook. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawar, May 9, 1862. 
Bartrum, Benjamin, 18 Wilson-st, and 5 Norfolk-crescent, Bath, Auc- 
Sol Bartrum, Bat! 


tioneer. June 10. h. 
Borrer, William, Henfield, Sussex, Esq. May 21. Sols Black & Freeman, 
Sol 


Brighton. 
Sols 





Briggs, Joseph, Godmanchester, Huntingdonshire, Gent. July 6. 
Margetts, Huutingdon. 
Collis, Josiah, 48 George-st, Blackfriars-rd, Surrey, Gent. June 14. 
Lott & Rogers, 43 Bow-lane, London. 
= vag Pembroke-pl, Liverpool. June 1. Sol Payne, Liverpool. 
mi Lower Wharf, Southwark, and North-end, Croydon, Esq. 
bantios mys Willoughby, Cox, & Lord, 13 Clifford’s- ina, 1 London. 


lesex, Builder. 

= ty Lydell, 23 Southampton-bldgs, 

Frankum, Henry Holden, 12 Sussex-pl, New Kensington, Middlesex, Esq. 
= 16. Sols Abbott & Wheatley, 22a Southampton-bidgs, Chancery- 
jane. 

Hall, Mary, Guildford, Widow. June3. G. Culver, Guildford, Executor. 

Meredith, Samuel, formerly of Fenchurch-st, and afterwards of Broad-st, 
bldgs, London, and late of Fortis House, cemeonsng ag Middlesex, Gent, 
Jure 7. Sols Johnston & Jackson, 57 Chancery-lane 

Milner, Henry, Mirfield, Yorkshire, Mason. July 1. Sol Ledgard, Mirfield. 

Morland, Thomas Giles, Newcastle- -upon-Tyne, Music Seller. June 18. 
Sols Wi atson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Nicholls, Thomas Willcoks, formerly of Tooley-st, Southwark, Appraiser, 
but late of 4 Caledonian-ter, New Cross. July 1. SolsJ. rm Ww. Butler, 


ry Lockey, | Weetbury-ter, Harrow-rd, mee 


191 Tooley-st, London. 

Palmer, Sarah, formerly of Upper George-st, Greenwich, but late of 2 
eerste , park-rd, Chelsea, Widow. May 26, Sols Lott & Rogers, 43 

w-lane 

Parke, Ann, Annaside, Whitbeck, Cumberland, Widow. June 5. Sol 
Hodgkin, Whitehaven. 

Parke, George, Annaside, Whitbeck, Cumberland, Yeoman. June5. Sol 
Hodgkin, Whitehaven. 

Robinson, Edward, Townend, Gosforth, Cumberland, Yeoman. 
Sol Hodgkin, Whitehaven 

West, Samuel Wellard, Deal, Consular and Shipping Agent. June 30. 
Sol Rennolls, Deal 


‘ TourspaY, May 13, 1862. 


June 5. 


Armstrong, Thomas, Enniskillen, Ireland; June 24. Sols R. M. & F. 
Lowe, 2 ‘Tanfield-court, Temple. 

— Mrs. Anne, Castle House, Denbigh. July 1. Sol Edwards, Den- 

Contant Grange Themen, , Niton, Wilts, Gent. July 1. Sols Andrews & 

Cockeram, Doi 

Coney, John Jeane, Braywick-grove, Berks, Esq. July 1. Sols Brown & 
Fletcher, Maidenhead. 

Deverell, Elizabeth, Brunswick-ter, Brighton, Widow. June 30. Sols 


wn Ingram, & Whately, 68 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Eccles, Mary, formerly of sen, Wicklow, i —_ late of 51 Cam- 
bridge-ter, Hyde Park, Spinster. June 24. Sols Dod & Longstaffe, 19 


Great Portland -st. 
McGarrick, John, Fallowfield, near Manchester, Gent. July 10. Sol 


Marriott, Manchester. 
= James, Milverton, Warwickshire, Esq. July 31. Sol Dalton. 
Slater, John, 17 Cecil-sq, Margate, Esq. June 16, Sols R. M.& F, Lowe, 
2 Tanfield-ct, Temple. 
Turner, James Thomas, Plymouth. June 10, Sol Barton, Exeter. 
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be gs Thomas, Garthmoor, Morpeth, Farmer. June 9. Sols 
& B. Woodman, 


Wynyard, Eliza, Widow. June 30. Sols Birch, Ingram, & 
Whately, 68 Lincoln 's-inn-fields. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farway, May 9, 1862. 
Coupe, William, Nether ae agg Nottinghamshire, Timber Merchant. 
une 5. Robinson v. Naylor, M. 
Abchurch-lane, og and Tottenham, Middlesex, 
Hindes, Kai eorioa, 48 Beees: it Geneg'e the-East 
Broad-st, "s-in-the- Middlesex. Ma: 

31. Mitchell v. Abbott, V. C. W ; f 
Lyall, Elizabeth, Horseshoe and B sha , Middle-row, Holborn, Middlesex, 

Widow. June 2. Wesdon v. Li , M. R. 
Poynter, Thomas, 62 Aldgate, High- st, London, Carcase Butcher. 

29. Poynter v. 
— — Bishops Itchington, Warwickshire. June 5. Thompson v. 


May 


TouEspaY, May 13, 1862. 
Falconer, Honourable Louisa Keith, 2 Eaton-sq., Middlesex, Widow. Nov 
17. Hull v. Falconer, V. C. Kindersley. 
Owen, Janet, a ‘Twickenham, Widow. June 5. Copland v. 


Price, V. C. St 
Wilkinson, pa vod Nottingham, Pianoforte Seller. June 7. Nicholas 
v. Wilkinson, M. R. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
FripayY, May 9, 1862. 
Newton, Henry, a ai Builder. 
Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Torspay, May 13, 1862. 


, Builder. April 23. Sol Teebay, Liverpool. 

Gill, George, and illiam ponuees, © ay a Yorkshire, Earthenware 
Manufacturers. April 23. y, Castleford. 

Pugh, Richard, oe Wine ‘oe ‘Spictt Merchant. April 15. Sols 

eal & Martin, Li 

Watson, Thomas, Widiear Hill, North Otterington, Yorkshire, Farmer. 
April 29. Sol Teale, Leyburn, Yorkshire. 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 

Farway, May 9, 1862. 

Aldwinckle, Thomas, say og Islington, Middlesex, Linen Draper. May 
6. Composition. Reg May 

Audenwood, Henry, os Toptonteaset Implement Dealer. March 29, 
Composition. Reg May 8. 

Birks, Herbert, Sheffield, Yorkshire, Grocer. April 12. Conveyance. 

Boughey, —— Dudley, Worcestershire, Tailor. May 2. Com- 


Reg May 6. 
position. ae 
Bryant, Benjamin, plehurst, Kent, Grocer. April 15. Composition. 


Reg on he 
Carver, John, 4 ore Middlesex, Gas Fitter. May 9. Inspec- 
. y 9. 
Challenger, Henry, Wagon and Horses, ae Bristol, Beer- 


. April 30. Assignment. Reg May 8. 
Chandler, W: _— beri Kenninghall, Norfolk, Grocer. 


May 1. Sol Wilson, 


Ellis, Evan, Live: 


April 12. As- 
signment. ig Ae 
Creel Cathrine - ages Staffordshire, Ironfounder. May |. Com- 
Dreweatt, Thomas, jun., Havant, Hants, Miller, March 25. Releas2 
y 8. 
— John, Bedford, Furniture Broker. May6. Composition. Reg 


May 9. 

Gill, George, and William Farquhar, Castleford, Yorkshire, Earthenware 
Manufacturers. April 23. Assignment. May 8. 

Grace, jensen Dae anaes Kingston, Surrey, Tailor. April 


posi 

Hoyland, Walter, & om ~y Sheffield, Yorkshire, Brush Manu- 
facturer. April 22. Composition. Reg May ’. 

Isemonger, Edwin Empson, Audit —" Somerset House, Middlesex. 
April 28. ment. Reg May 

ae. Birmingham, Couch, Builder. April 14. Composition. 

y 8. 
ae William Shelmerdine, Saint Asaph, Flintshire, Painter. 
May 7. 

Knight, Gouae Ebenezer, jcn, Whitmore Reans, Wolverhampton, Staf- 
= ire, Maltster and Seedsman. April 25. Composition. Reg 

Lee, Franca Barhill, Malpas, Cheshire, Farmer. 


Reg May 
_ Titus, High-st, New —_ Saint Mary, Pembroke, Grocer, 
April 12. Conveyance. Reg May 
Luebbers, Ernest Henry, Livenen, April 14, 


Composition. Reg May 7. 

Marshall, Gloster Willian & William Tapp, Sheffield, Yorkshire, Tailors. 
April 21. Assignment. Reg May 6. 

Mayes, John, en Warwickshire, Fellmonger. April 11. 
ment. Keg May 

Nelson. demu Reon, Manchester, Hosier. April 23. 


O'Keefe, 4 oe William, 30 Marylebone-street, ng Westmin- 
ster, General Agent. May !. Composition. Rey May 7. 

Paine, James Thomas, Gordon Hotel, er ‘Middlesex, Wine 
Merchant. April 30. Composition. Reg May 

Pogson, Kenjamin, yal Penistone, Sertchise, Grocer. April 15, 


Assignment. Keg M 

Robertson, David, ocean, Lancashire, Shipwright. March 4. 
position. Reg May 7. 

ser gy Woodbridke, Suffolk, Linen Draper, April 30. Composi- 


May 9. 
Spreckies illiam, New: ark-on-Trent, Nottinghamshire, Gas Fitter. April 
23, Assignment. Reg May 6. 


April 17. 


April 12. Assignment. 


1 ER Merchant. 


Asign- 
Composition, 


Com- 





Stannard, Richard, Crimplesham, Norfolk, Farmer. April 14. Assignment. 


Reg May 6. 
wg Upham, Hampshire, Grocer. April 15. Conveyance. 
Ward, es" Fleetwood, Lancashire, Innkeeper. April 10. Assign- 
ment. ay 7. 
= bee Hewerk-upen-Frqnt, Nottinghamshire, Boiler Manufac- 
125. Assignment. Reg May 7. 
Whitmore, William, Hill om Weathromwic h, Staffordshire. May 2. 
Composition. Reg May 7. 
Tusgspay, May 13, 1862. 


os Thomas, Coventry, Butcher. April 29. Composition. Reg 
banks, W William, Bedale, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. April 15. Assignment. 
May 
Carpenter, ‘cuen Hope and Anchor Tavern, Somerset Buildings, Bath, 
Brewer. May 6. Assignment. Reg May 12. 
Cass, Isaac, Manchester, Grocer. May 8. Composition. Reg May 12. 
Cass, Robert, Stockton, Durham, Draper. April 12. Conveyance. Reg 


May 10. 

Cullen, benndiye =n _ Sleaford, Lincolnshire, Plumber. April 14. 
Conveyance. Reg Mi oe 

= Alexander, Liverpool, Draper. April 12. Assignment. Reg 


9. 
Ferrh John, Gloucester, Milliner. April 14. Composition. Reg May 9. 
Gaisford, William Walter, 4 Friendly-pl, Old Kent-rd, Surrey, Grocer. 
April 12. Assignment. 


May 
Gill, owen, Moreley, —— ‘orkshire, Cloth Manufacturer. April 24, 
Composition. 


Reg May 9. 
Hodgkinson, Thomas, Clay Cross, Derbyshire, Carpenter. April 30. As- 
aamaen Reg May 10. 
ss cone - 7 Same. fone Birmingham, Tailor, April 14. Composition. 
May 
Kettle, p> ng , Jone, Strent, Mend, Row, Godalming, Surrey, Grocer. May 1. 
Reg May | 
Keyte, Charles Charles, Bell Inn, Pershore, Worcestershire, Publican, April 14. 
Assignment. Reg May 10. 
Last, James Gaze, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Publican. April 23. As- 


signment. Reg May 10. 

Low, Charles James, 363 Commercial-rd, Landport, Hants, Baker. May 1. 
Conve veyance. Reg May 12. 

Martin, William, Sangford-row, oe st, betes im Surrey, General 


Dealer. May7. Arrangement. Reg May 9 
——_ Maria, Huddersfield, Milliner. April 10, Assignment, Reg 
Moredich, John, Oldham, Innkeeper. April 17. Assignment. Reg 

May 10. 

Myers, Michael Samuel, Newspaper Proprietor and Printer, 49 Clarendon- 

td, Notting-hill, Middlesex. April 28. Composition. Reg May 10. 
Penton, Stephen, i Hampshire, Upholsterer. April Con- 


veyance. Reg Ma: 
Phipps, John, 52 Clifton _ Tennantt, Birmingham, Mason. May 3. 


ment. Reg May 9 
Picken, Joseph, Back-st, Trowbridge, Baker. April 26. Composition. 
Reg May 


Proudman, John, and ey Saeae Manchester, Brickmakers. 
23. Assignment. 
nobles, William Doughty, a Yarmouth, Norfolk, Draper, April 25. 
Assignment. Reg May 
Round, William, by nag "staffordshire, Timber Merchant. April 16. As- 
ent. Reg May 10. 
a bn Chatham- -hill, Chatham, Carpenter. April 24. Convey- 
Reg M 
Seaton, John, Fd to 290%), Warwickshire, Wheelwright. April 
11. Assignment. Reg May 9. 
Taylor, Pao, James, Handsworth, one Birmingham, Tallow Mer- 
chant. May 5. Composition. Reg May 
Wright, William, Melton Mowbray, He Hosier. May7. Con- 


veyance. Reg May 10. 
Bankrupls. 
Farivar, May 9, 1862, 
Adams, Alexander, 56 Adam-strect, Newtown, Cardiff, Glamorgan- 


shire, Travelling Draper. Pet May 7. Cardiff, May 23 at 11. Sol 
Wilcocks, Cardiff. 
Allen, William Jeremiah, 4 Hambrook-st, Southsea, Hants, Batcher. 


Pet May 6. London, May 20 at 1.30. Sols Jones, 5 New-inn, London, 
and Passard, Portsea. 

Ambrose, Thomas, 10 Lee-st, Kingsland-rd, if ae Middlesex, Leather 
Seller. Pet May 5. London, May 20 at 12. Sol Neale, Kennington. 
Anthony, John, Nottingham, Malster. Pet May 6. Nottingham, June 

Wat ll. Sols Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 

Artaud, William, Southampton, bg ak Pet May 7. London, May 
27 at 10. Sols Paterson & Son verie-st, Fleet-st, agents for 
Mackey, Southampton. 

Bannister, Frederick, 20 and 21 Oxford-st, Brightor, Sussex, Beer Re- 
tailer. Pet May 3. Brighton, May 21 at li. Sol Goodman, 73 Ship- 
st, Brighton. 

Barrow, Thomas, Saint Thomas, Devonshire, Malster. Pet May 6. Exeter, 
May 23 atl. >ol Floud, Exeter. 

Bateman, William, Chesterfield, Derbyshire, Clogger. Pet May 2. Ches- 
terfield, June 4 at if. sol Cutts, Chestertield. 

Battersby, John, 9 Back Haigh-st, Little Bulton, Lancashire, Operative 
Spinner. Pet May 5, Bolton, May 21 at 10. Sols Richardson & Hin- 
nell, Bolton, and 7 Saint Ann’s-pi, Manchester, 

Biddle, Charles Henry, Bath House, South Lambeth-rd, Surrey, Ship- 
owner, Pet May 3 ‘informa pauperis), London, May 20 at 2. sol 
Aldridge, 46 Moorgate st 

Blakey, Thomas, Nochdalc, Lancashire, Hosier and —— Pet May 6, 
Manchester, May 20 at 12. Sols J. & H. Standring, Rochdale. 

Bradburn, George, Birmingham, Brass Founder. Pet May6. Birming- 
ham, May 26 at |2. Sol Suckling, Birmingham. 

Brown, William, Park-st, Nottingham, Fruiterer. Pet May 6. Notting- 


ham, May 21 at 10. Sol Brewis, Nottingham. 

Brown, Robert, 23 Upper Orwell-st, Saint Margaret’s, Ipswich, Suffolk, 
= t May 2. Ipswich, May 17 at Il. Sol Pownall, 
pswich, 
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Carraher, Hugh, 9 Lower Milk. as, ae See. Pet May 
7. Liverpool, May 26 at Li, “Sol Husband. 
Victualler. Pet May 6. Liver- 


Cardwell. Jonathan, Liverpool, Licensed 
pool, May 24 at 12. Sol Smith, 2 King-st, Li 

Carrington, John, Sneinton, Notts, Builder. Pet May 9. Nottingham, 
May <7 at ll. Sol Smith, Nottingham. 

Cartwright, George. Underley, Worcestershire, Furnishing Draper. Pet 
May 2. Birmingham, May 19 at 12, Sol ‘Marshall, Birmingham. 

Clempson, William, Westbr . Pet May 6 
PR y= am, May 26.at 12. Sol Jackson, Westbromwich. 

‘ook, George, sen, | 1 Hospital-st, Birmingham, Die and Tool Forger. Pet 
a 6. Birmingham, May 26 at 10. Sol Parry, Bennett’s-hill, Bir- 
mingham. 4 

Colbourne, Charles William, Salisbury, Wilts, Innkeeper. 
London, se 22 atl. 








Pet May 7. 
Sols Taylor, Hoare, & Taylor, 63 Great James- 


st, Bedford-ro 

Davies, John, Bank-st, Tunstall, Staffordshire, Collier. Pet May 8. Han- 
ley, May 24.at 11. Sol Cooper, Tunstall. 

Davies, John Griffiths, Carforgan, Lianrhidian, Glamorganshire, Clerk, 
Pet May 7. gS May 20 at 11. Sols Simmons & Morris, Swaosea, 
and Henderson, Bristol, 

Deaville, Isaac, Newbridge-lane, Stockport, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner. 
Pet April 17.. Stockport, June 6 at 12. Sol Churton, Chester. 

Driver, —— Sheffield, Steel Melter. Pet May7. Sheffield, May 28 

at? Sol Mason, York aud Sheffield. 

pociey, Charles Lampeer, 15 Hampton-st, Plymouth, Devonshire, Buil- 
der, Pet May 5. Plymouth, May 26 at 12.30. Sol Gidley, Plymouth. 

Dyer, John, 21 Young-st, Kensington, Middlesex, Printer, Pet May 7. 
London, May 22 at 1.30. Sol ae i2 cour ag 

Edwards, Richard, Penglaise Cottage, with, Lianbadarn{fawr, Car- 
diganslire, Gamekeeper. Pet oy 22. Aberystwith, May 23 at 10, 
So! Hughes, Aberystwith. 

Farrow, Francis, Meare, Somersetshire, Butcher, Pet May 5. Wells, 
May 19 at 10, Sel Reed, Bridgwater. 

Forrest, Thomas, Peascod’s-lane, Carlisle, Engineman. Pet May 3. Car- 
lisle, May 21 ati2. Sol Wannop, Carlisle. 

Fray, David, 33 Vale-pl, Hammersmith- rd, Falham, Coal Dealer and 
ped 7 Middlesex. Pet May 6. London, May 20 at 12.30. Sol 

2 Lincoln’s-inn-fields Chambers, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

a... ‘Seton. 39 High-st, Chatham, Kent, Pork Butcher. Pet April 22. 

Rochester, May 20 at 11. a. me tn Rochester. 





Gibson, John, Wyboston, Secon, » Gard - Pet 
May 5. St Neots, May Pen at 3. Sol Eagles, Bedford. 
race, Marshall’s-cross, Sutton, Saint Helen’s, Liverpool, Potter 
and Earthenware Manufacturer. Pet May 5. Liverpool, May 21 at 11. 


Sol Pemberton, 13 Cable-st, Liverpool. 

Grace, Josiah Doddridge, 25 Church-row, Newington Butts, Surrey, 
Tobacconist. Pet May 2 (in forma pauperis). London, May 20 at 2. 

Harding, John, 58 Collingwood-st, Black-rd, — Pet May 5. 

, May 20 atl. Sol Drew, 4 New Basinghall-st. 

Harper, James, Clifton-ter, Finch-st, Handsworth, Staffordshire, Commis- 
sion Agent. Pet April 25. Birmingham, May 26.at10. Sol Assinder, 
Union-st, Birmingham. 

Hempdt, Peter, is and 19 Leman-st, Whitechapel, Middlesex, Baker. 
Pet May 8. London, May 22 at 1.30. Sols Baddeley & Son, 48 Leman- 
st, Whitechapel. 

Henshaw, Henry, Gate Inn, Great Sanghall, Shorwick, Cheshire, Licensed 

Victualler. Pet April 28 (in forma pauperis). Chester, May 17 at 10. 
Sol Chinton, Chester. 


Hill, Peter. , Coste, dwall, Lancashire, Brickmaker. Pet May 30. 
Liverpool, May 20 at 11. Sols Anderson & Collins, Cook-st, Li 
H Henry F. -heath, Rowley Regis, Si 


odgson, . 
Medical Student. Pet May 5. Dudley,” May 22 at 11. Sol Homer, 
Brierley Hill. 

Hodgson, James, Great Salkeld, Cumberland, Agricultural Labourer. Pet 
May 6. Penrith, May 21 at 10. Sol Brunskill, Penrith. 

—* Henry, Peterborough, N: ortliamptonshire, Fruiterer. Pet April 

Peterborough, May 10 at 10. Sol Law, Stamford. 

a. George, Dartford, Gravesend, Kent, Dealer in Agricultural Imple- 
ae. Pet May &. London, May 26 at ll, Sols Harrison & Lewis, 
Old Jewry. 

Hudson, Edwara, 3 Laurel-ter, Kingsheath, Worcestershire, Commission 
Agent. Pet May 7. Birmingham, May 26 at 10. Sols Southall & 
Nelson, Newhall-st, Birmingham 

Hughes, Thomas, Presteigne, Radnorshire, ee, Pet May 7. Birming- 
hems, May 21 at 11, Sol ens, Pres' 

Hunt, Charles, 4 George-st, Blackfriars-rd, A Chair Manufacturer, 
Pet May 2 (in forma porest). London, May 27 at10. Sols Aldndge 
& Bromley, 46 M 

Jackson, James, 29 Woodville-ter, Everton, ere Auctioneer. Pet 
Ma: Z. Liverpool, Ma: 22 at 3. Sol Moore, Li 

Jenkins, David, Lian rnfawr, oo Master Mariner. Pet 
April 22. Aberystwith, May 23 at 10. Sol Vaughan, Aberystwith. 

Jonson, Robert William, Crown and Bunch of Grapes Public House, 
Lambeth-rd, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 21. London, May 
21 at 11.30. Sols Tanqueray, Willaume, & Co., New ye City. 

Jones, John, 2 Pond-side, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorganshire, Butcher. 

May 6. Merthyr Tydfil, May 22at 11. Sol Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Jones, Thomas, 24 Islington-row, Birmingham, Tailor. Pet May 6. Bir- 
mingham, May 26 at 12. Sol Green, Birmingham. 

Kayley, “John, Colne, Lancashire, Grocer. Pet April 17. Manchester, 
May 19 at 12. sol ‘Carr, Colne, and Atkinson, Saunders, & Co, Man- 


chester. 
Kershaw, Hugh, Charles Kershaw, and J Kershaw, Micklehurst, 
‘et April ~ Manchester, 


Cheshire, Woollen oe Manufacturers. 
, Worthington, Shipman, & Seddon, Man- 


May 2 at at 12. Sols Gale, 
King, Ca Caleb, Painswick, Gloucestershire, Quarryman. Pet May 6. Stroud, 
May 24at 10. Sol Witchell, Stroud. 


“5 — pe 1 Providence-ter, Bond-st, Chelsea, Middlesex, Corn 
Dealer. et May 6. London, May 21 at 11.30. Sol Bailey, 8 Token- 
ica 


Laws, James Snoad, 4 Richmond-ter, Clapham-rd, Surrey. Pet May 5. 
» May 20at 1. Sol Mount, 17a Sise-lane, 
Leuty, Henry Charies, and John Reader, Engineers, Pancras-st, Totten: 
ham-ct-rd, Middlesex. Pet May 6. London, May 22 at |. Sol Ed- 
wards, 15 Bt Swithin’s-lane. 


Logan, Archibald George, 158 King’s-rd, Chelsea, Middlesex. Pet May 6 





{in forma pauperis). London, May 20 at 1.30. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moor- 


gate-st. ‘ 
Maliphant, John, and Dan Lloyd, Brynmawr, Breconshire, Grocers. Pet 
April 14, Bristol, May 20. at 11. Sol Henderson, Bristol. ' 
Margetts, Harry Frank, 14 Canal-ter, Camden-town, Middlesex. May 
5 (in forma panperis). London, May 21 at 11. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moor- 


gate-st. 
Martin, Charles, 15 Gloucester-st, Clerkenwell, Middiesex, Organ Builder. 
Pet May 3. London, May 27 at 11. Sol Silvestre, 18 Great Dover-st, 


Newington 

Massey, ol Blyth, Nottinghamshire, Farmer. Pet Mays. Sheffield, 
May 19 at 10. Sol —. Leeds. 

Mason, Francis, Great Gidding, Huntingdonshire, Wheelwright. Pet 
, May 5. Oundle, May 17 at 10. Sol Taylor, Peterborough. 


, James, R: y Tavern, New Dock, — Carmarthenshire, 
Butcher. Pet May 5. * Lianelly, May 26 at 12. Morris, Rutland-st, 


Melson Hi Richard, Swinstead, Pm emg Farmer. PetMay6. Bourne, 
May 20.41 at 12. Sol Law, Stamford. 

Mitford. Joseph, Half Moon-yd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Leather Merchant. 
Pet May 3. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 24 at 11. Sol Brewis, 59 Grey- 
st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Morris, Robert, 17 Netherfield-rd North, Everton, Liverpool, Butcher. 
Pet May 7. Liveceaste ‘ee | 21 at3. Sol Blackhurst, Liverpool. 

Mould, Thomas, Mitcham. Surrey, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet May 5. ' 
London, May 27 at 10, Sols Moseley, Tayler, & Mosely, 9 Old Jewry- 
chambers. 

Musgrave, Thomas, and John Musgrave , Wortley, Leeds, Cloth Manufac- 
turers. Pet May 6. Leeds, May 26 at 11. Sols Middleton & Son, 


Leeds. 

Nance, William, 4 Mark-lane, London, Ship Broker. Pet May 5. London, 
May 27 at 10. Sol Pritehard, 18 Great Knight Rider-st, Doctors’- 
commons 

Oldfield, Thomas Gratton, Birmingham, Architect. Pet May 5. Birming- 
ham, May 19 at 12. Sol Smith, Birmingham. 

Ottaway, William Henry, West Challow, Berks. April 12, Wantage, 
May 22 at 12. Sol Kilby, Banbury. 

Owen, George, Norwich, Theatrical Manager. Pet May 2. London, May 20 
at 12, Sol Jones, 61 Chancery- lane. 

Pascall, Charles, Penge-rd, Norwood, Surrey, Engineer. Pet May 2. 
London, May 22 at 1. Sol Murrough, 18 Warwickect, Gray’s-inn, 

Plunkett, Michael, Fletcher-gate, Nottingham, Gas Fitter, Pet May 7. 
Nottingham, June 10 at 11. Sol Brown, Fletc her-gate, Nottingham. 

Poppleton, Richard Tankersley, 3 Lennox-ter, Southsea, Portsea, Hants, 
Civil Engineer. April 29. Portsmouth, May 21 at 11.30. Sol Cousins, 
Portsea, 

Potter, George, Huckerby, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Pet May 6. Gains- 
borough, May 19at1!, Sol Bladon, Gainsborough 





Pursye, Joseph, Wookey, Somersetshire, Grocer. "Pet May 5. Welis, 
May 19 at 12.30 Sol Harem, Bath. 
Rand, James, Scarboroug! Yorkshire, Provision Dealer. Pet May 6. 


Leeds, May 22 at lil. — Simpson, Leeds. 
Red, Thomas, Frogwore-st, Bristel, Dealer in Ale and Porter. Pet May 6, 
Bristol, May 20 at 11. Sol Harris, Bristol. 


Richards, Evan, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire, Mariner. April 14. Aberyst- 
with, May 23 at 10. Sol Vaughan, Aberystwith 
Richards, John, Ruyton-of-the-eleven-Towns, Salop op, Gardener, Pet 


April 16. Owestry, May 31 at 12. 
Richmond, Robert, i0 Lansdowne 
sex, Commission Agent. Pet May 5 (in forma pauperis, 
May 21 atil. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Sanderson, ae , Lydgate-lane, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 
30. Sheffield, May 19 at 10. ’Sols Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 
Scotson, Eliza, Ladbury’s-lane, High Bullen, Wednesbury, Staffordshire, 
Widow. Pet. Walsall, May 20at 11. Sol Walsall, 


Sol Davies, Shrewsbury, 
-cottages, Lower-rd, —— Middle- 
London, 


|, Duignan. 
Scott, Robert, College-st, bg Gun Maker. Pet May 3. Worces- 
Norwich. 
May 2i at 10. Sol Fairer, Penrith. 
Nail Factor. Pet 
May 7. Salford, May 24 at 10. Sol Dawson, Mai 
3. 
Tipping, John, Eakring, ey Farmer. Pet May 31. Sheffield, 
London, May 27 at 2. "Sol Aldridge, 46 
Moorgute- st. 
May 24 at ll. Sol Witchell, Stroud. 
Pet May 5. Nottingham, 
6. London, May 21 at 11.30. Sol Franklin, 
Acock, John, Cheltenham, Builder, Pet May 9. Bristol, May 23 at 11. 
Bristol. 
London, May 27 at 12. 
an-s' 


ter, May 21 at 11. Sol Wilson, Worcester. 
Seaman, David, Earlham-rd, Norwich, Horse Dealer. Pet May 5. Lon- 
don, 
Sheldon, John, and Stephen Sheldon, Rainow, Macclesfield, Cheshire. Pet 
April 29 (in forma pauperis). London, “May 19 at il. Sel Be 
e Lay Blackheath, Somers Regis, Staffordshire, 
23 at 12. Sol Maltby, patie ey. ma 
Greengrocer. 
nehester. 
Stones, John Charles, sheffield, Saw and Tool Manufacturer. Pet May 
Sheffield. 
ay 19at 10. Sol Binney, Sheffield 
9 Fownley-ter, Gray "s-inn-rd, Middlesex, 
Ward, nee, Whddingion st, Heigham, Norwich, Carpenter. Pet May 
5. ‘Norwich, May 26 at 11. Sol Culley, Norwich. 
Webb, William, Silver-st, Leicester, Hosier. 
May 27 at NM. Sol Arnall, Leicester. 
Whitelegg, James, Ridgway-st, Menenener, Butcher. Pet May 3. Man- 
chester, May 28 at 12. Sol Swan, Manchester. 
Yeadon, William, Yeadon, Yorkshire, a. Mauufacturer, Pet May 7. 
Leeds, May 22 at 11. Sol Simpson, Leeds. 
Sols Bevan, Press, & Inski; 
Allwright, Thomas, jun., 39 
Colem t, Lond 
Austen, nears 9 15 Mapier-ter, Row- common- 
Pet May 12. London, May 29 at 11.30. 


May 27 at 10, Sols Doyle, 2 Verulam- -bidgs, Gray’s-inn, and Sadd, 
Shester. 
Simmonds, Richard, Shap, Westmoreland, Farmer. Pet May 7. Penrith, 
Bii 
gaite, ‘Wiliam, 59 Broughton-rd, Salford, 
Sheffield, May 19 at 10. Sols Smith & Burdekin, 
Tucker, Coach Maker. 
Pet May 3 (in forma pauperis). 
Webb, Charles, ’ Painswick, Gloucestershire, Driliman. Pet May 7. Stroud. 
Wright, James, 81 Upper Bride-st, Barnsbury, Middlesex, Butcher. Pet 
Ma Buck 
Tugspar, May 13, 1862. 
b’s Cond uit-st, ie 
ey om May 7. Porter, 32 
London, 


lane, Middlesex, Oil Refiner. 
Sol Johnson, 30 Doughty-st, 
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Bain, Thomas, 25 Red Cross-st, London, Corpentgs. Pet May 9. Lon- 


bart wee at Ml. Sol Baylis, ‘3 ambers, Old bg a 
rtho, Anthony William, Kingston-upon- Lor leg et May 
A Hull, June 4 at 12. Sols Bell & Le: ak, H 


me . oherick William, Bridge-st, Winchester, Butcher. Pet 
May 7. Winchester, mes 23 at 11. Sol Mackey, Southampton. 

Bayly. Charles hisset, 6 Southbrook-st, New-rd, Hammersmith, Lieuten- 
ant in the Royal Navy. Pet May 8 (in forma’ pauperis). London, May 
27 at il. Sols Aldridge & B: ley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Bell, John, Hallbank-gate, near Brampton, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet 
May 7. Brampton, May 26 at11. Sol omer, Carlisle. 

Bond. William, 1 Moira-p!, Adam’s-down, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Attor- 
ney’s Clerk. Pet May 6. Cardiff, May 26 at 11. Sol Wilcocks, Cardiff. 

Boreham, Henry, 13 Craven-ter, Upper Holloway, Middlesex, Builder. 
Pet May 8. London, 9 Meath dy at ll. Sols Gibbs ! Tucker, 3 Lothbury. 

Bovey, William, Stokeiateignhead, Devonshire, Innkeeper. Pet May 12. 
Newton Abbot, May 23 at !1. Sol Parsons, Shaldon, Torquay. 

Brent, George Smith, 20 Hawley-rd, Kentish-town, Middlesex, Surgeon 
and Deputy Coroner for Western Division of Middlesex. Pet May 10. 
London, May 26 at tl. Sol Davies,9 Union.ct, Broad-st. 

Brewster, Sybell, erst Abbotts, Essex, Widow, Farmer. Pet May 9. 
London, May 27 at 11. Sols Preston & Dorman, 13 Gresham-st. 

Caley, Murkin Laurence, and James Miles, 102 Newyate-st, a 
434 Strand, Fancy Warehousemen. Pet May 12. London, May 29 at 
oral ater, Son, : Bugg, Norwich. 

Clar! 3 er Terrace-mews, and Union-st, Torquay, Devon- 
_* sab Pope. Pet May 10. Newton Abbott, May 23 at 11. 


Peo, Wools, Cad Caddington, Bedfordshire, Licensed Victualler. 
n> or i Luton, May 27 at 12. Sol Shepherd, Luton. 


Collier, Thomas George, opsgate-st, London, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet May 8. London, May 26at11. Sol Dimmock, Suffolk-lane, City. 
Cowlin, , 17 King-sq, Bristol, Builder. Pet May7. Bristol, May 


23 at 1. Sol Trenerry. 
ohn, Hanham, Bitton, Gloucestershire, Horse Dealer. Pet May 
8. bristol, 23 at 12. Sol Miller. 
Davison, Robert. late of the Bear and Staff Pnblic-house, Castle-st, Lei- 
cester-sq, Middlesex, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 9 (in forma pan- 
peris). London, May 29 at 11. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Day, George, 30 Thomas-st, Shudehil!, Manchester, Plumber. Pet May 
. Manchester, May 24 at 11. Sols Foster, Churchill, & Peacock, Man- 
chester. 

Dean, Henry, 14 Lower Cheltenham-pl, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Pet May 
5. Bristol, May 23 at 12. Sols King & Plummer. 

Decie, Alfred George, 29 Bark-pl, Bayswater, no occupation. Pet May 9 
(in forma pauperis). London, May 29 at 11. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 
Moorgate-st. 

Deserancourt, Juvenal Leroy, 24 North John-st, Liverpool, Merchant. 
{ Pet April 24. Liverpool, May 26 at 11. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, 


ndon. 
» Reasby, Lincolnshire, Yeoman. Pet May 7. 
_ gp -Hull, June 4at12. Sols Bromehead & Hebb, Lineoin. 
Ha: ayes, Sue sen, and Joseph Hayes, jun, Oxford-st, Gloucester, Builders. 
May 10. * Bristol, May 23 at 11. Sols Bevan, Press, & Inskip, Bristol. 
Hill, Frederick William, Liverpool-rd, Burslem, Staffordshire, Boot and 
Shoe — Pet May 10. Hanley, May 24 atil. Sol Tomkinson , 


Halwa, William, Burliscombe, weg for aga Pet May 6. 
Wel uoaaien May 20 at 3. Sol Rodham, Wellington. 
John, Infirmary-lane, Sheffield, Plumber. Pet May 9. 
ia May 28 at 2. Sol Broadbert, Sheffield. 
Howarth, John, Bagslate, Rochdale, Coal Miner. Pet May 9. Rochdale, 
May 26 at 11. Sole J. & H. Standring, Rochdale. 

Howells, Oliver, Pontmorlais Castle Inn, Merthyr Tydfil, Innkeeper. Pet 
May 9. Merthyr Tydfil, May 26 at 12. Sol Forwood, Merthyr Tydfil. 
James, Thomas, jun, rogmorton-st, London, Stockbroker. Pet May 

6. London, May 27 at 11. Sol Stuart, 18 Great George-st, Westmin- 


ster. 

Jeffs, James, Redditch, Worcestershire, Blacksmith. Pet May 10. Red- 
ditch, May 24at 11. Sol King, Birmingham. 

— Joe, Ses rgy Innkeeper. Pet May 9. Wakefield, May 24 at 11. 


Sol Gill 
Jewett, Wlichsel arias, 11 Devonshire-ter, Notting: hill, Wine Merchant 
and Grocer. FocMay @ » London, May 27 at 11. Sol Serrall, 14 Upper 


King-st, Ri 

Kent, — Stoke- ia Wine et Spirit Merchant. Pet April 
29. ay 26 at 12. Sol Sa Birmingham. 

mesiia, dooms K Norfolk, P Plumber. Pet May 2. Attle- 


enninghall, 
borough, , May 22 at 2. Sol Walpole, Northwold. 
Kimber, Thomas, Bagshot, Shalbourn, Berks, Cattle Dealer. Pet May 8. 
bit June 2 at 12. Sol SI 


‘ungerford, jocombe, Reading. 
Benjamin, 18 Temple-st, Birmingham, Gun Stocker. Pet May 10. 
Bieninghas, Jane 16 at 10. Sol Duke, Birmingham. : 
Lavis, , White Hart, Thomas-st, Bristol, Contractor. Pet May 8. 


Laytham “alas, Fi Sl Ironmonge 2 May 7. Manchester, Ma: 

K J et May ai r, 

28 at 12. Sols Rowley & Sons, Manch : 

Liversidge, William, 53 Amelia-st, Walworth, Surrey, Accountant’s Clerk. 
Pet May 8 (in forma pauperis), London, May 27 at 12, Sol Aldridge, 


46 Moorgate-st. 
Maton, gham, Dorsetshire, Hotel Keeker. Pet May 
12. Exeter, May 28 at 12. Sol Laidman, Exeter. 
Mennell, Thomas, Wakefield, Tailor and Woollen Draper. Pet May 9. 
Wakefield, May 24 at 11. Sols: Wainwright & Mander, Wakefield. 
Moody, William Henry, 34 Camelford-st, Brighton, Sussex, Draper’s As- 
a Pet May 9. Brighton, og & 21 at 11. Sol Goodman, Brighton. 
George, Chantry, Whatley, Somersetshire, y samy Pet May 
“o 9. Bi 0 god at ll. "Sol Cross, Ely. 
may Ag ip, Oxfordshire, Grocer. Pet April 23. London, May 
“S atl Hurford & Taylor, 5 Furnival’s-inn, 
Murgatroyd, Thomas, 8 Ebor-st, Bradford, Commercial Traveller. Pet May 
Bradford, May «3 at 10.30. Sol Watson, Bradford. 
Newberry, wer Axminster, Saddler and Harness Maker. Pet May 10. 
Axminster, May 24 at 11. sol Tweed, Honiton. 
North, James, oolley, Bradford-on-Avon, Wilts. Pet May 10. Brad- 
Melksham. 


ford, May 27 at 11. Sol Rawii 
Martin, Angel-lane, Essex, Builder, Pet May 8, London 
y 26 at il, Sol Cotton, 3 Bell-: Doctors'-commons, 





Pallett, Edwin, 41 Factory-rd, Birmingham, Grocer's Assistant. Pet May 
9. ham, May 26 at 10. oe picid, tor ond 

Parker, Thomas, jun, Back Buxton-rd. and Bone Aan 
chant. Pet May 2. Mudderenaldy May 29 at 10. Sot spkes, Hudders- 


Paull, ‘William Warr, 106 Great Dover-st, Newington, Builder. 
Pet May 6. London, May 27 at 12. Sol Silvester, 18 onent Bowers 
Pillar, Thomas Henry, Dartmouth, Mason. Pet May 9. Totnes, May 25 

at ih, Sol Michelmore, Totnes. 

Ploeg, Jacob Goitjes, 85 Hudson-st, North Shields, Northumberland, Ship 
Broker’s Clerk. Pet May 6. North Shields, May 29 at 12. ». Is Dag- 
lish & Stewart, Ne upon-Tyne. 

Ponsonby, Thomas, 14 Prospect-p!, Wandsworth-rd, Surrey, Commander 
in the awe Navy. Pet May 10. London, May 26 at 11.30. Sols Gold 
& Sons, 2 Whitefriars-st. 

Potts, James, Hough-within-Wilmslow, Cheshire, Brick and Tile Maker. 
Pet April 28 (in forma pauperis). May 26 at 12. 

Powell, John Woodward, Lydney, Veterinary Surgeon and Retailer of 
Beer. Pet May 9. Chepstow, May 24 at 11. Sol Page, Newnham, 
Gloucestershire. 

Randall, William, ‘Victoria Hotel, Castle-st, Dover, Hotel Keeper. Pet 
May 7. London, May 27 at 1. Sol Baddeley & Son, 48 Leman-st. 

ndon. 

Rea, Thomas (and not Red, as advertised in last Friday’s Gazette). 

Read, John Crow, Exeter, Artist. Pet May 10. Exeter, May 28 at 12. 
Sol Clarke, Exeter. 

Reeves, Joseph, and Thomas Reeves, 76 Dean-st, Birmingham. Pet May 

Birmingham, May 26 at 12. Sol Duke, Birmingham. 

Richards, Richard, New Mill, Llantrissant, Glamorganshire, Beer Retailer. 
Pet May 8. Pontyprid id, May 24 at II. Sol Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Richards, Thomas, Preston, Tailor. Pet May 7. Manchester, June 19 at 
12. Sols Sale & & Co, Manchester, and Swinden, Birmingham. 

Ritchie, Richard Henry, Madeira-cottage, Sketty, Swansea. Pet May 6. 
Swansea, June 4 at3. Sol Morris, Swansea. 


Saunders, "Frederick, Glapthorpe, Northam re, Gamekeeper. Pet 
= forma pauperis). Oundle, May 23 at 11. Sols $i Shield & White, Nor- 
thampton. 


Silcock, William Flowerday, Nash’s Farm, East Clandon, Surrey, Farmer. 
Pet May 7. London, May 27 at 12. Sol Davis, 10 Golden-sq, Middlesex. 

Skinner, Alexander, 11 Albert-pl, Millwall, Poplar, Middlesex, Shipwright. 
Pet May 8 (in form’ pauperis). London, May 27 at 2. Sol Aldridge, 
40 Moorgate-st. 

Springer, Seckel Leo, 16 Bury-st, St Mary Axe. Pet May 7. London, May 
17 at 12. Sol Murray, Great St Helens, London. 

Taylor, Alfred, 12 st, Salford, Biscuit Baker. Pet May 9. Sal- 
ford, May Q4atl0. Sol Sutton, Manchester. 

Taylor, James, Crimple, near Knaresborough, Bleacher. Pet May 8. 
Knaresborough, June 5 at il. Sol Harle, Leeds. 

Thomson, John, sen., 34 Liverpool-st, Bishopsgate-st, Boot and Shoe 
~— Pet May 12. London, May 29 at 12. Sol Wood, 4 Coleman- 


tyrrell, William, Halesworth, Suffolk, Beer Brewer. Pet May 10. Hales- 
worth, May 27 at 18. Sol Reed, Halesworth. 
Warr, a Cooke, Crewkerne, "Somersetshire, Manufacturer of Chair 
Web lay 8. Crewkerne, May 24 at 11. 
Watson, William Michael, 45 Sydney-st, Brompton, Middlesex, Professor 
of Music. Pet May 9. London, May 27 at 1. Sols Roscoe & Hincks, 
14 King-st, meg oats 
Whariton, John, paracham, Linccineire, Farmer. Pet May 1. Brigg, 
may 19 at ie Mol Heyes, 
James, sen., eekar saan Rasen, Lincolnshire, Pawnbroker. Pet May 7. 
Kingston xboa- fall. May 28 at12. Sols Brown & Son, Lincoln 
eee Joseph Robert, 132 Warwick-st, Pimlico, and Rugeiy, Stat 
. Pet May 10, London, May 27 at 11.30. 
ry} Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Whitmore, Walter Robert B . SLipteey.pl, Potente, Chelsea, Middle- 
sex, ray in Her Majesty's Customs Customs. May 7. London, May 2/ at 
12. Sol Batt, Dyers’ Hall, nana 
Wilkins, John Marchazt, Catherine-st, Frome Selwood, Somersetshire, 
a Pet May 9. Frome, May 24 at 10. Sol Dunn, 


Weeteurd, John, 3 Portobello- Notting-hill, Middlesex, Beer-shop 
Keeper. Pet May 8. London, Say 327 at 10. Sol Vaughan, 17 Titch- 
borne-st, Edgware-rd. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fray, May 9, 1862. 

Kelland, John, City Saw Bg Wentworth -st, Whitechapel. Middlesex, 

Saw Mill Prop: ye 
Sinclair, Arthur James, 37 oy a 7agetag and 98 New Corn Exchnage, 

London, Tarpaulin Factor. May 7. 

TusspaY, May 13, 1862. 

Dreweatt, Thomas, jun., Havant, Miller. May 8. 








HEDDAR LOAF CHEESE, 63d., -; Fine 
i=. 8 ee a. ripe lege ey peri and West- 
pwengh ams, a r prime ‘ongues, 
for Gs. Mi goede Spanish ditto, in 
Ouborne's peat-smoked Breakfast Bacon is now My excellent cure, and 
Butters in perfection, at reasonable rates. rst-class 
equally moderate. Packages OSBORNE'S Cheese Warehouse, 
Cujeres House, 30, Lodgate- , near St. Paul’s, E.C. 





OLLOWAY'S PILLS—SOURCE OF HAP- 
PINESS.—Good health is the foundation of happiness, and should 

be secured at any cost. Multitudes arable Pil and using pthengen At 
Cs o Tpaersenry wr nt ——— ‘3 ad le a ae > 
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Solicitors Benevolent Association, 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors, in England and Wales, and their Wives, Widows, 
and Families. 
INSTITUTED 1858, 


SUPPORTED } BY sy MEMBERS’ SuBScRIPTIONS AND BY Donations. 


JOHN HOPE SHAW, Leeds. 
EDWARD BANNER, Liverpool. 


JAMES ANDERTON, London. 
Wa. STRICKLAND COOKSON, London, 


Board a Directors. 


JAMES ANDERTON, Chairman. 


Ebenezer Benham. 
Thomas Holme Bower. 
Thomas Dounie Calthrop. 


George Capes. 

Wm. Strickland Cookson. 
Bath .. 
Bedford ....e+ Mark Sharman. 
h - WH 





Bolton « George Marsland. 
Bradford, York. John Darlington. 
Bristol ...+++e. Cam 
seeeseee H. S. Wasbrough. 
Cambridge «+++ Fred. Barlow. 


+eeeeeee Ed. Turner Payne. | Cheltenham .... Charles F. Gale. 


Edwin Wilkins Field. 
Edwin Hedger. 
Frederick Halsey Janson. 
Thomas Kennedy. 
Edward Lawrance. 


THOMAS HARRISON, Deputy Chairman. 


ai 
William a ama Pilcher. 


John Satchell 
William Shaen, M.A. 
Charles Fletcher Skirrow. 


PROVINCIAL. 


| Derby ..+e+++« Frederick Baker. 


Allen. | Dorchester...» Thomas Ooemae 


| Exeter .+++e++- H. W. Hooper. 
| Greenwich...... Charles A, Smith. 


Gyde Heaven. | Hereford -++ee. Thomas Evans. 


| Hull seeeeseees William H. Moss. 
+eeeeeeee Charles A. Philli 


Canterbury ..... Herbert T. Sankey. | Ipswich ...-...- Alfred Cobbold. 


Carlisle...+.+.+. John Nanson. 
Chelmsford .... Fred. T. Veley. 


Stephen Williams, Bedford-row, London. 


Lancaster ....+. John Sharp. 
| Leeds ......+++. John Hope Shaw. 


anit. 


Liverpool ....+.. Thomas Avison. 
eees, Edward Banner. 
seeeee Mat. D. Lowndes. 

| aitlleiond. John Case. 

| Manchester .... James F. Beever. 

} » «+++ James Crossley. 

” «eee W. Slater (Prin- 
cess-street). 

| Market Harboro’ Barwell E. Bennett. 

| Marlborough .. W. C. Merriman. 

| Newcastle-on-Tyne John Clayton. 


rs. 
THE UNION BANK OF LONDON, TEMPLE BAR BRANCH. 


Secretary 


Thomas Eiffe. 


Sidney Smith, jun. 

John Smale Torr. 

Edward Weyman Wadeson. 
Henry Thomas Young. 


|Northampton .- H. P. Markham. 
|Oaford ...+++++ Fred. J. Morrell, 
| Pershore ..++++ Edwin Ball. 
‘Reading ...... John J. ee 
| Rochester ...++« — 
Salisbury ...... Ed. E. P. Kelsey. 
Sheffield.......+ Francis Hoole. 
Sleaford ...... Henry Peake. 

ran cn Me Sait Thomas Burn, jun 
Worcester ...... John Stallard. 
Wrexham ...... John Lewis. 





Henry Kimber, Lancaster-place, London, 


TEMPORARY OFFICES:—20, “NEW BRIDGE ~ ‘STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


THIS ASSOCIATION, embraces within the scope of its operations the Profession THROUGHOUT THE KINGDOM. 
Its objects are :—" To relieve such poor and necessitous Members as may be incapacitated for business through bodily or satel infirmity, or other 
inevitable calamity, and their wives and families ; and the poor and necessitous widows and families of deceased Members. 

** In Special Cases also, to relieve the parents or collateral relations of deceased Members, and (where the state of the Sunds, ont the circumstances of 
the case appear to the Directors to justify their so doing) to render pecuniary assistance to the widows and families of deceased Attorneys, Solicitors, 
and Proctors who were not Members at the time of death.” 
Practitioners in any part of England or Wales are eligible to become Members of this Association and are invited to co-operate for the 


eae of its objects. 


A payment of Ten Gutneas constitutes a LIFE MEMBERSHIP, and a subscription of One Guinea a-year constitutes an ANNUAL MEMBER- 
SHIP. Annual! Subscriptions may date from the Ist of January or !st of July. 


SUBSCRIPTIONS and DONATIONS will be very thankfully received by 
Lists of Members, and every other information may be obtained at the Offices 


of the Association, 


of the Direcross, or by the SecreTaRy, of whom Reports, Rules, 


SECOND. PUBLIC. DINNER 
WEDNESDAY, 28th MAY, 1862. 


The Disectors have the 


pleasure to inform the Mempers and Frienps of the Society, that the Seconp Pustic Dinner in aid of its Funds, 


will take place at the Albion Tavern, Aldersgate Street, London, on Wednesday, the 28th of May instant, under the Presidency of 


THE RIGHT HONOURABLE LORD CHELMSFORD. 


The following gentlemen have accepted the office ot Stewards, 


Dinner; or they may be remitted to the Secretary for that purpose. 


Wn. S. Atten, Esq., Birmingham. 


| W. S. Cooxson, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. 


Jas. ANDERTON, Esq. (Chairman), | | Tuomas Evans, Esq., Hereford. 


New Bridge-street. 

W. H. Atkinson, Esq., Blandford. 
Tomas Avison, Esq., ‘Liverpool. 
Epowis Batt, Esq., Pershore. 
EDWARD Banner, 'Esq., Liverpool. 
Jas. F. Beever, Esq., Manchester. 
E. Bennam, Esq., 
Cuas. 8. BENNING, Esq., Dunstable. 
A. D. Bran, Esq., Guildford-street. 
James Brrp, Esq., New-inn. 

Cuas. J. Brace, Esq., Cheadle. 
Jouw J. Buanpr, Esq., Reading. 

A. P. Bower, Esq., Chancery-lane. 
T. H. Bower, Esq., Chancery-lane. 
J. B. Bowker, Esq., Bps. Stortford. 
M. K. Brauwp, Esq., Furnival’s-inn. 
A. Barwin, Esq., Austin Friars. 
Hickson Baicas, Esq., Isleworth. 
A.R.Baistow, Esq.. M.P.,Greenwich 
Joun Cattawar, Esq., Canterbury. 
T. D. Cavrunop, Esq., Whitehall- _ 
Ricaagp Cararx, Esq., Holbeac 
Jous CLULow, Esq., Stemeet-e. 


Dinner Tickets, price One Guinea 


London. The Dinner will be on the Table at, rey 


Essex-st.. Strand, 


Wa. Evans, Esq., Birmingham. 

| F. Farrar, Esq. ( Undersheriff) God- 
liman-street. 

| F. Fivurrer, Esq., Ware 

| S. Fisner, Esq. Merch. Talore 's-hall, 
| Ropert Furwsy, Esq., Ashford. 

A. A. GarrsKELL, Esq., York-road, 
C. B. GarrsKett, Esq., Gt. Carter-In. 
W. C. Haut, ", Lincoln’ 's-inn-tids. 
| P."T. Hansin, Esq., Clement's-inn. 
T. HartanD, Esq., Bridlington. 
| Tos. HARRISON, . 

Chairman), Walbroo 

ALexanper Hart, ng ‘Dorkin, 
Epw:n Hepoer, Esq. Furnival’ s-inn. 
W. Hine, Esq., Notting-hill Terrace. 
W.J.Honses, Esq..Stratfd.-on-Avon. 
Arp. G. Hotmes, Esq., Oxford. 
Francis Hoore, Esq., Sheffield. 
Henny E. Howr, Esq., Nottingham. 
R. Howes, Esq., Lineciatodex, 

F. H. Janson, Esq., Basinghall-st. 
E. E. P. Ketser, -» Salisbury. 


each, 


20, New Bridge Street, London, E.C. 





Henry Kiser, Esq., Lancaster-pl, | 
N.T.Lawrence, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. | 
E. F. Lees, Esq., Warwick~ | 
F. A. Lewis, Esq., Trafalgar-p "East. 
N. Linpo, Esq., Moo’ ate-street. 
FRaNcis Lowe, Esq., Temple. 

Cuas. R. Lucas, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. | 
A. H. Macpoveatt, Esq., Primt.-st. 
J. MackRELL, Esq Esq., Cannon-st. West | 
R. Maveuam, Esq., Incorp.Law.Soc. 
C. Merepita, Esq., Lincoin’s-inn. 
J.B. Moncxton, Esq., Raym.-bldgs. 
F. J. Momrett, Esq., Oxford. 


C. G. H. St. PATraicx, ion Bristol. 
Hewry Peage, Esq., Sleaford. 
Cuarzes H. PHILLIPS, Esq., Hull. 
Ricaarp Pipcock, Esq., Woolwich, 
W. H. Pitcuer, Esq., New Broad-st. 
G.W.K. Porren, Esq. (Secondary 
of London). 
Thomas Raw.ins, Esq., Wimborne. 
H, 8. Reppara, Esq., Walbrook. 
J. G, Ricnarps, Esq., Margaret-st. 
J. A. Rosg, Esq., Salisbury-street. 





y be obtained at the Albion Tavern, or at Offices of the Association, 20, 
o'clock, and will he open to non-Professional Visitors, 


(By ordex of the Board) 


| Davip H. Stons, 
| T. —y Esq., Killinghal! 


and will be happy to receive Donations or Subscriptions for anmowncement at the 


W. H. Rowzanp, Esq >. anaartest- 
fraca —— aq., Dartford. 
T. SANKEY, -, Can 
ae SHaen,Esq.,M.A Ae 
B. W. Suapson,Esq.,Gracech' oa 
| Cuas. A. Smuuru, Esq., Green 
S. Smrru, Jun., Esq. , Barnard’ ‘s-inn’ 
Joun STALLARD, Esq., Worcester. 
RicuagD ye be 


Joun L. Syms, Esq., Furnival’s-inp. 
JAMES TassEct, Esq Faversham. 
H. G. Tartor, Yaa St. —. 
Joun 8, Torr, 
A. S. Twrrorp, - New-street 
Rossert Urrsrton, 

- J. Veter, Esq., Chelms 
H. 8. Waspnovoa, Esq., Bristol. 

J. Watson, Esq., (President Law 
Society) New: 

Wa. Witpine, Esq., Moni 


H. W. WILLoucusY, Temple. 


WiLuiaM Yewp, E 
han ov s-inn. 


H, T. Youne, Esq., 
New Bridge-street,, 


THOMAS EIFEE, Secretary. 








